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DEPARTMENT OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
REPARATIONS, 1930-31 


REPORT 


To His Excellency, 
the Governor General in Council. 


May ir PLEASE Your EXCELLENCY: 
I have the honour to submit the following Report: 


Since the date of my Supplementary Report, dated July 21, 1931, attention 
has been given to the large number of cases presented by former prisoners of 
war who claim damages caused by maltreatment. The present Report is designed 
to include and dispose of all such cases heard up till June 23, 1931. Decisions 
have been reached and recommendations are now made in 340 cases, leaving 
only a number of civilian cases yet to be disposed of, together with a further 
group of soldier cases received or heard after the date above mentioned. 

In addition to the sittings referred to in my previous reports, the Commis- 
sion has held sessions at Halifax, N.S., Montreal, P.Q., Ottawa, Ont., Toronto, 
Ont., Winnipeg, Man., Calgary, Alta., Edmonton, Alta., Vancouver, B.C., and 
Victoria, B.C. 

These cases have entailed serious study and the work of preparing detailed. 
recommendations in each case has been laborious. I regret that the report should. 
be so voluminous, but I felt that each claimant was entitled to have his case fully 
reviewed in such detail as the facts and circumstances warranted. Many of the 
claims asserted should not have been advanced before this Commission, being 
purely pensionable in nature, and a number of the applicants erroneously regarded 
this Commission as a means to obtaining an initial or increased pension. 

In dealing with these cases, claimants have been required to complete and 
file statements of claim setting out their grievances, supported by medical certifi- 
cates indicating their present condition as to disability. Where possible, the 
medical practitioners who have furnished the certificates have been requested 
to attend at the hearings. Claimants themselves, in practically every case, have 
been heard and fully questioned. Every effort has been made to ascertain the 
actual facts and to measure fairly the damage sustained by each individual 
claimant. To hold a claimant rigorously to the full, legal proof of his claim 
would be as unfair as it would be to accept in their entirety the unsupported 
statements of claimants. Evidence such as would be required in a court of law 
has not been exacted but, on the other hand, stories, which have become exag- 
gerated with the passage of time, have been carefully scrutinized and confined 
within the bounds of probability. In only one case (Hunter No. 1846) has the 
reverse side of the picture been put before the Commission, by a letter from the 
German Consul General, which seriously assails the accuracy of the claimant’s 
testimony. Had this practice been more prevalent and had both sides been 
represented at the hearings, it would have simplified the task and facilitated the 
decision of cases. In the absence of this assistance, the Commission has sought 
to test, as best it could, the authenticity of the facts as presented in each 
particular case. This it has been able to do, in some measure, by checking the 
facts related by claimants with statements made by them (when available) upon 

41429—12 


4 REPARATIONS, 1930-31 


repatriation, by their pension and medical history records and by reports, of an 
official or semi-official character, as to conditions prevailing in various camps, to 
which reports I have made reference in the annexed opinion. 

Great care must be exercised in distinguishing between service disability and 
incapacity directly attributable to treatment received while a prisoner. Both 
classes of injury are, of course, pensionable, but this Commission is concerned 
only with cases falling under the latter category. By reference to the records 
of the Board of Pension Commissioners and scrutiny of the pension decisions in 
favour of claimants, it is hoped that there will be no confusion nor any duplica- 
tion of awards. It is undesirable that any decisions of this Commission should 
embarrass the Board of Pension Commissioners in their consideration of claims 
presented by pensioners or claimants seeking pension. In many cases, of course, 
claimants in receipt of pension, provided they have made out a case of maltreat- 
ment, are entitled to an award from this Commission. The rights to pension and 
reparation are not exclusive the one of the other. 

I have prepared and annexed to the present report a general summary or 
opinion outlining the principles upon which I have endeavoured to decide the 
various cases. As to a large number of the cases now under report, the 
Commission has had the benefit of the co-operation of Dr. J. P. 8. Cathcart, 
Chief Psychiatrist to the Department of Pensions and National Health. Dr. 
Catheart has attended most of the sessions of the Commission and I desire to 
record my high- appreciation of his valuable assistance in advising upon the 
medical and disability aspects of each case. He has prepared and filed with 
ihe Commission a report, which I append hereto as indicating his appreciation 
of the evidence from a medical standpoint. 

In arranging the material for the present report, the recommendations are 
presented numerically in the order in which they were heard, with an alphabetical 
index and a summary of the awards made. As far as possible, statements of 
claimants referring to other cases have been checked and verified, in order to 
bring to each claim all posisble corroborative testimony. 

A number of claims have been presented by former Imperial soldiers, who 
only became resident in Canada after the war. As explained in Opinion annexed 
to my Interim report, dealing with the scope and jurisdiction of the Commission, 
it was found necessary to fix a date constitutive of jurisdiction for those claimants, 
British subjects, who had come to Canada to live after the events complained of 
January 10, 1920, date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, was selected. 
This was the date upon which, under the Treaty, Germany undertook to pay 
and assumed what may be regarded as a contractual obligation to make good the 
damage caused during the war. I see no reason to depart from this principle in 
dealing with the group of cases above mentioned. 

In a few cases claims have been presented by dependents of deceased soldiers 
who died after their return to Canada. The section of the Annex to the Treaty, 
with which we are concerned, does not authorize awards upon the ground of 
dependency, as do the sections relating to civilian claimants. The claim is purely 
personal to the victim of the maltreatment and does not pass, upon his death, 
to his legal representatives. Moreover, in such cases it is practically impossible 
to adduce direct evidence of maltreatment and still more difficult to establish that 
the death has resulted from the treatment alleged. 

In allowing interest upon the amount of the awards, I have followed the 
principle adopted in dealing with civilian cases and referred to in Opinion 
annexed to my Interim Report. Regarding the Treaty of Versailles as a specific 
undertaking on the part of Germany to pay, it seems reasonable to make interest 
run from the date of the ratification of the Treaty, viz., January 10, 1920. 
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The present report involves an expenditure amounting to $93,500, with 
$56,100 estimated interest, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, to say, January 
10, 1932—a total of $149,600. 

The Commission has accepted for hearing 932 claims, of which 730 have 
been heard. The present report, consisting of 340 cases, brings the total number 
of cases disposed of to 666. There remain 266 cases, made up of 214 military 
and 62 civilian claims, of which 48 military and 21 civilian have been heard 
since June 23, 1931. 

All of which is respectfully submitted for Your Excellency’s consideration. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, January 13, 1932. 


MALTREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR 


The clauses relating to Reparations in the Treaty of Versailles, Articles 231 
and 232, with Annex 1 to Article 232, contain the following provision dealing 
with prisoners of war:— 

Compensation may be claimed from Germany under Article 232 above in respect of 
the total damage under the following categories :— 


2. 
4. Damage caused by any kind of maltreatment of prisoners of war. 

While the language of the section is clear, no attempt has been made to 
define the precise meaning of the term ‘“‘ maltreatment.” It will be observed that 
the addition of the words “ any kind of,” as applied to the subject, is the con- 
verse of restrictive and would appear to indicate that the framers of the Treaty 
intended to give the word its widest connotation. It would be idle to attempt 
an exact definition of the term or to set up any rigid standard by which all 
claims now before the Commission should be governed. I conceive it to be my 
duty to examine and weigh the circumstances of each particular case and to 
determine, in the exercise of a wide discretion, whether the claimant has sustained 
damage as the result of maltreatment suffered at the hands of the enemy. 

Indicative of the manner in which I consider that this discretion should be 
exercised, it will be useful to state some general guiding principles applicable to 
the majority of cases and to which reference may be made in the individual 
decisions. 

The wording of the section quoted makes it clear that damage must have 
been sustained by a claimant as the result of maltreatment to entitle him to 
recover. This was the view taken not only by the British Reparations Com- 
mission, but by the American Mixed Claims Commission in dealing with like 
cases under similar provisions contained in the Treaty of Berlin. I quote from 
Report of Lord Sumner—Report V (1923) at pp. 47:— 


Paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of Annex T deal with different categories of personal damage 
suffered by the civilian population and thereon the following decisions were taken. 

II. that Germany owed compensation under the terms of Paragraphs 2 and 3 of Annex 
I only for those damages which were the direct consequences of the acts stipulated in these 
‘paragraphs. 

III. that in order that damages suffered by a prisoner of war as a result of maltreat- 
ment should give rise to a claim for reparation, it would be necessary 

(a) that incapacity to work should have been the consequence of maltreatment. 

(b) that such incapacity for work should have subsisted after liberation. 

In dealing with the claim of an American soldier alleging maltreatment by 
the Germans, Judge Parker of the United States Mixed Claims Commission, 
makes this comment—(Docket 1322—-Geo. L. Hawley, Record of decisions 
pp. 651) : 

The claimant undoubtedly sustained serious injuries as a consequence of the war, but 
a careful consideration of the record before the Commission fails to disclose that he has 
suffered any pecuniary damage resulting from any maltreatment or other act for which 
Germany can be held liable under the Treaty. 

It would appear to follow from the language of (2) of the Annex which 
deals specifically with “injuries to life or health as a consequence of imprison- 
ment, deportation, internment or evacuation, of exposure at sea or of being 
forced to labour” that civilians are entitled to put forward claims for injuries to 
health which are not available to prisoners of war under (4) which is restrictive 
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and deals only with “ maltreatment’? and damage caused thereby. The mere 
fact of the existence of an injury to health as a consequence of imprisonment 
(which, in the case of prisoners of war, is legal) without proof of maltreatment 
inducing the condition complained of does not, in my view, establish lability to 
pay compensation. Punitive or vindictive damages are thus excluded. As ex- 
plained in Opinion annexed to my Interim Report, “this Commission has no 
punitive mission, nor has it any offence to punish.” Its functions must be con- 
fined solely to compensatory damages. 

Diverse and various have been the incidents of maltreatment urged in sup- 
port of the numerous claims. While it is not opportune to attempt an ex- 
haustive enumeration of what acts constitute maltreatment, it may, by way of 
illustration, be useful to direct attention to certain acts which do not, per se, 
constitute maltreatment. Thus, poor food conditions, in Germany, resulting in 
impaired health, unless deliberately and unreasonably imposed upon a claimant 
by the authorities, cannot be regarded as maltreatment. Germany’s inability to 
obtain better food, at least during certain stages of the war, was notorious and 
obtained throughout the country. A hardship arising from necessity and which 
was borne alike by the captured and the captors does not constitute “ maltreat- 
ment.” 

Again, many claimants complain of being inoculated by the German 
physicians. The fact that the Germany authorities inoculated and vaccinated 
prisoners would seem to imply that they were seeking to give them all proper 
and necessary attention, rather than to maltreat them. Another frequent ground 
of complaint is the use of paper bandages by the German hospital authorities in 
dressing the wounds of prisoners, but there is no evidence that any other bandages 
were available, and it appears that the German authorities were forced to use 
paper bandages in the dressing of the wounds of German soldiers. This was one 
of the hardships of war in which claimants were engaged as combatants. Many 
prisoners who attempted to escape, upon recapture, were severely handled and 
subjected to solitary confinement under very trying conditions. Provided such 
punishment was inflicted in accordance with military law and did not go beyond 
reasonable bounds, it cannot furnish ground of complaint. Germany was entitled 
to hold her prisoners and to apply to them such disciplinary measures as each 
case required. To shoot and kill or maim a prisoner in the act of escaping, is not 
illegal and to punish him, even severely, upon recapture, cannot be termed 
“maltreatment” unless the punishment, by its violence and inhumanity trans- 
gresses the rules applying to the treatment of prisoners by civilized nations. 
International law recognizes that a prisoner may be “ confined with such rigour 
as is necessary for his safe custody.” (Hall’s International Law, 8th Ed., p. 
487). 

The Hague Regulations by Articles 4 to 20 have enacted exhaustive rules 
regarding captivity, and declare the humane principles relating to the treatment 
and care of prisoners of war. These rules were prepared in time of Peace before 
the World War, but to quote “ Oppenheim ” International Law, 4th Ed., at p. 
253, “ the experiences of that war disappointed many hopes founded upon them.” 
The matter has also been discussed by jurists of international reputation. I 
refer to Wheaton on International Law, 6th Ed. Vol. II, p. 722; Hall’s Interna- 
tional Law, 8th Ed. p. 488; Garner, International Law and the World War 1920. 
Better to appreciate what treatment a prisoner of war may expect to receive 
and to set a standard by which the conduct of civilized nations should be 
governed, the Hague rules, relevant to the present matter, read as follows:— 
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CHAPTER II—PRISONERS OF WAR 


Art, 4 
Prisoners of war are in the power of the hostile Government, but not of the individuals 
or corps who capture them. 
They must be humanely treated. 
All their personal belongings, except arms, horses, and military papers, remain their 


property. 
Art. 5 


Prisoners of war may be interned in a town, fortress, camp, or other place, and are 
bound not to go beyond certain fixed limits; but they cannot be placed in confinement 
except as an indispensable measure of safety, and only while the circumstances which neces- 
sitate the measure continue to exist. 

Art. 6 

The State may employ the labour of prisoners of war, other than officers, according to 
their rank and capacity. The work shall not be excessive, and shall have no connection 
with the operations of the war. 

Prisoners may be authorized to work for the public service, for private persons, or on 
their own account. 

Work done for the State is paid for at rates proportional to the work of a similar kind 
executed by soldiers of the national army, or, if there are no such rates in force, at rates 
proportional to the work executed. 

When the work is for other branches of the public service, or for private persons, the 
conditions are settled in agreement with the military authorities. 

The wages of the prisoners shall go towards improving their position, and the balance 
shall be paid them on their release, deductions on account of the cost of maintenance 
excepted. 

Art, 7 


The Government into whose hands prisoners of war have fallen is charged with their 
maintenance. 

In default of special agreement between the belligerents, prisoners of war shall be treated, 
as regards rations, quarters, and clothing, on the same footing as the troops of the Govern- 
ment which captured them. 

Art. 8 

Prisoners of war shall be subject to the laws, regulations, and orders in force in the 
army of the State in the power of which they are. Any act of insubordination justifies the 
adoption towards them of such measures of severity as may be considered necessary. 

Escaped prisoners who are retaken before being able to rejoin their own army, or before 
leaving the territory occupied by the army which captured them, are liable to disciplinary 
punishment. 

Prisoners who, after succeeding in escaping, are again taken prisoners, are not liable to 
any punishment on account of their previous escape. 


Art, 17 


Officers taken prisoners shall receive the same rate of pay as officers of corresponding 
rank in the country where they are detained; the amount shall be refunded by their own 
Government. 

Art. 18 


Prisoners of war shall enjoy complete liberty in the exercise of their religion, including 
attendance at the services of their own Church, on the sole condition that they comply with 
the police regulations issued by the military authorities. 


Art. 20 
After the conclusion of peace, the repatriation of prisoners of war shall be carried out 
as quickly as possible. 


Ideal as may be the conditions of captivity provided in the foregoing rules, 
it is doubtful whether any captor has been, or will be, able to conform com- 
pletely to this desirable standard. The inevitable exigencies of a war bring 
about departure from the principles stated. It is certain that Germany fell far 
short of the application of these rules to its prisoners in the World War. Oppen- 
heim, op. cit. at pp. 258, says:— 

These rules of the Hague Convention had, as has been said, been laid down in time of 
peace; and in war the attitude of belligerents towards prisoners is liable to change. All 
the States involved in the World War charged one another with violating the Hague Regu- 


lations by the maltreatment of prisoners of war, and at an early stage they arranged for 
inspection by neutral representatives of the camps on their territory. The reports of the 
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inspectors disclosed conditions at certain times in certain German camps which were very 
bad, and made it clear that almost everywhere in Germany, prisoners were suffering great 
hardships insufficient food and clothing. The reports on British and French camps were 
almost uniformly satisfactory. None the less, Germany disbelieved them, and resorted to 
reprisals for the alleged maltreatment of German prisoners, while the Allies, in their turn 
feared that conditions in the camps in Germany were even worse than appeared from the 
reports. Whatever may be the evidentiary value of some of the charges, undoubtedly the 
Hague Regulations were grievously violated by Germany in letter and in spirit. 


Applying the strictest legal construction to the acts of Germany in the light 
of the rules quoted, would involve a finding that in practically every case there 
had been maltreatment, but I regard such a construction as unduly harsh and 
literal. Not in justification of, but perhaps in partial extenuation of, the treat- 
ment accorded by Germany to its prisoners of war, it is worthy of note that 
over 1,600,000 Allied prisoners were taken and held by the enemy in the early 
stages of the war and remained in captivity for over three years, to say nothing 
of the internment of practically the entire enemy alien population. The mag- 
nitude of the problem thus suddenly thrown upon Germany of caring and pro- 
viding for so great a number, was beyond her power to accomplish strictly in 
accordance with the regulations laid down in the Hague Convention. (Garner, 
loc. cit., vol. II, p. 1.) As the war progressed and the pressure of the allied 
blockade upon Germany was intensified, it became increasingly difficult to feed, 
clothe and care for this vast army of prisoners. At various stages of the war 
agreements were entered into by the belligerents looking to the betterment of 
the conditions under which prisoners were held, providing for exchange of the 
disabled and dealing with various grounds of complaint. In general, it cannot 
be said that these agreements, so far as Germany was concerned, brought any 
great amelioration to the lot of the prisoners in its hands. 

The treatment of prisoners of war varied very considerably in the different 
camps, and even in the same camp at different periods. I have had the advan- 
tage of having before me the reports made to the British authorities through 
the United States Ambassador to Germany, Mr. Jas. W. Gerard, upon the con- 
ditions and treatment of prisoners in a number of the camps where claimants 
were held, as also report of Lord Justice Younger in November, 1918, dealing 
with conditions in the coal and salt mines where British prisoners were held. 
These reports throw a valuable light upon conditions generally and have been 
of great assistance in reaching conclusions. Without attempting to detail con- 
ditions as they existed in the numerous camps in which Canadian prisoners were 
held, it is proper that attention should be called to what was possibly the worst 
prison camp in Germany—at Wittenberg—the seat of a typhus epidemic in 
1915, which marks the height of German callousness in the treatment of 
prisoners. Between 15,000 and 17,000 prisoners were confined in the camp—oi 
all nationalities—within an area of 104 acres. Little or nothing was done to 
prevent the spread of the epidemic, which broke out in December, 1914, and 
the German military and medical staffs ignominiously deserted their charges, so 
that with rare exceptions they had no communication with the prisoners until 
August, 1915, except by means of directions shouted from a distance outside the 
wire fences. In commenting upon this camp, Lord Justice Younger’s committee 
said: “Incredible as it may seem, the action of the officers and guards in pre- 
cipitately deserting the camp and thenceforth controlling its caged inmates with 
loaded rifles from the outside, was only in keeping with the methods and con- 
duct of these men throughout.” (See Garner, op. cit. Vol. II at pp. 19 (Note).) 

The evil fame of the salt and coal mining camps to which prisoners were 
sent for punishment became notorious. Lord Younger’s report above referred to 
deals with conditions there obtaining in no uncertain terms. He describes life 
in these camps as “a singularly cruel and dangerous form of slavery.” In 
explanation of the system adopted in these camps he says:— 


The prisoners in the mining camps are hired out by the German Government to private 
firms, a military guard, under a non-commissioned officer, being attached to each kommando 
to maintain discipline. Special precaution is obviously necessary in these circumstances to 
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ensure that the N.C.O. or “ Kommandofuhrer” is fully responsible to his military superior 
at the parent-camp, and also that he has no immediate interest in overworking the men. 
Both these elementary considerations have been ignored by the German authorities. The 
“ Kommandofuhrer” and his subordinates are openly bribed by the contracting firm to get 
as much work as possible out of the prisoners; and on the other hand the control of the 
prisoners is divided, at any rate in practice, between the military command and the civilian 
foreman who direct the work in the pit. These latter are actually armed with revolvers, 
and in some of the coal-mines they appear to take over, during the working day, the full 
powers of the military guard, which remains above ground. Not only can the foreman, or 
“steiger ” report the prisoners for regular punishment in the camp, but he can and does ill- 
treat them on the spot without any interference. There is abundant evidence of the serious 
dangers to which the men are thus exposed. Moreover, as they naturally defend themselves 
as best they can against such uncontrolled tyranny, the foreman is in the habit of calling 
in the civilian miners, at work in the same pit, to help him in coercing the prisoners. This 
proceeding, it need scarcely be said, is justly and indignantly resented. It is a constant 
source of trouble, and acutely intensifies the embitterment of feeling all round; even though 
a result of these conflicts has certainly been, in some places, that the German miner has 
learned a decided respect for the British prisoner of war. 


Dealing particularly with the Beienrode mine (parent camp Hameln) where 
many of the claimants, now under report, were held prisoner for upwards of three 
years and as to which we have an abundance of detail as to cruelty, violence 
and general maltreatment, Lord Younger says:— 


The officially recognized punishment is simply 14 days cells, but besides the fact that 
the cell may be such as is described above, there are other methods of aggravation. One, 
practised in many of the salt mines, is to ordain that the 14 days shall be worked off on 
Sundays only, with extra labour on week days, thus ensuring that the offender is deprived 
of any hour of respite for 14 weeks. But more commonly the “ Kommandofuhrer” takes 
the opportunity of wreaking a kind of personal revenge; for to permit an escape is of 
course the one offence for which he stands openly condemned in the eyes of his superiors, 
and it may doubtless be a serious matter for him. He accordingly adds to the official arrest 
an informal thrashing and battering administered by the sentries. This has been the rule 
among other places, at the salt mine of Beienrode (parent camp, Hameln), where the method 
of Sunday arrest is also enforced. 


It is unnecessary further to expatiate upon the vile conditions of life and 
treatment in such camps. Almost is it enough for a claimant to prove that he 
was held a prisoner in such a camp to establish maltreatment and consequent 
disability. It has been said that prisoners have exaggerated the brutality to 
which they were subjected. To cite one instance only in refutation of this view, 
I quote from Garner (op. cit. Vol. II, pp. 47) in regard to one form of punish- 
ment. 

The forms of individual punishment were various, and some of them not without an 
element of brutality. The most criticized of these was the practice of tying the prisoner to a 
post with his hands behind him, where he was compelled to stand for some hours in the heat 
of the sun or in the cold. Sometimes he was suspended with his feet dangling above the 
ground; sometimes he was compelled to stand for hours with a heavy load on his back or 
walk to and fro with a heavy sack of bricks on his back. 


It is abundantly clear from the ensemble of the evidence in these cases that 
many men invited or provoked treatment which was harsh and brutal and while 
this may be no excuse for the callous and malevolent cruelty which some prisoners 
underwent, it must receive consideration in considering their cases. Many wit- 
nesses declare that punishment or abuse could be avoided by a proper obedience 
to the camp rules and compliance with the wishes of their captors. One very 
general complaint has to do with the work prisoners were called upon to do 
and the punishment meted out upon refusal to work. It is well to recall that 
the captor is entitled to demand that his prisoners do labour of certain kinds 
and subject to certain conditions. (See Hague Rules, supra. pp. 9, Art. 6). 

Linked with the complaint as to work is the fact urged by claimants that 
they were inadequately fed to carry out the arduous tasks to which they were 
assigned. This is the universal grievance at the worst camps, such as the salt 
mines. It is undoubtedly true that lack of food with hard manual labour must 


MALTREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR 11 


and did have a most unfavourable repurcussion upon the health of the men 
involved, and these conditions have been given the fullest consideration in the 
recommendations made. 

One group of claimants has received very careful consideration. I refer to 
prisoners who were held behind the lines and made to work under shell fire and 
upon German operations of war. Although contrary to the Hague Rules and 
Agreements made between the combatants, this practice was prevalent particu- 
larly in the later stages of the war and was resorted to, so it is said, by way of 
reprisal for similar labour and treatment alleged to have 'been.imposed upon 
German prisoners in Allied hands. The lot of these unfortunate prisoners was 
most pitiable and while they may have been only a short time in captivity, their 
physical and mental sufferings were so intense as to merit special consideration. 
There is an abundance of testimony in the findings of the Commissions set up 
to investigate these cases and the reports of Lord Younger bear out the stories 
of deliberate starvation, cruelty and brutality which these claimants tell. To 
cite one instance only, I quote from report of Lord Younger dated March 6, 
1918 (Miscellaneous Documents, No. 7, 1918), as follows:— 

Many were brought into the camp who had returned from working behind the lines; 
they were in a shocking state, literally skin and bone, hardly able to walk, and quite worn 
out physically and ah their clothes threadbare and in rags, without boots, wearing old 
rag slippers 

In a great ajobiEY of cases, no specific sum has been claimed as compensa- 
tion and the amount has been left to the determination of the Commission. The 
difficulty of finding the measure of damage, in cases of this class, 1s obvious. 
To compensate a man for his loss depends upon factors of se diverse a nature, 
that no precise pecuniary standard can be adopted. It is not a case of supple- 
menting pension awards as so many claimants seem to think. The right to 
pension is open to all returned men, and in so far as injuries may have been 
sustained through maltreatment the remedies are co-extensive. Whether pension 
or reparation, awards must be regarded as compensation for disability, but it is 
manifestly impossible in either case to apply the full measure of legal indemnity, 
recognized in the familiar legal principle of restitwo in antegrum. It would be 
absurd to say that a man who has lost a leg or an arm can be restored to the 
same position in which he was, by virtue of a pecuniary award. See per Lord 
Dunedin in The Valeria, A.C. 1922, at p. 248. The money cannot replace the 
leg or arm. All that can be hoped is to estimate as closely as pessible what 
the loss has been and then arbitrarily to fix a sum which appears to be just 
compensation for the loss. The criterion is not and cannot be solely loss of 
earnings. The majority of the claimants were boys when they enlisted and a 
comparison between what they earned before the war with what they now earn, 
would not be profitable in trying to reach conclusions. If it were possible, 
psychologically, to measure the precise diminution in a claimant’s earning power, 
some measure of exactitude could be brought into the calculation, but the human 
equation differs so greatly that it is idle to endeavour to find a positive factor 
of measurement. Where the record discloses what may be regarded as maltreat- 
ment and the claimant discharges the burden of showing that disability results 
therefrom, he becomes entitled to an award. What the amount of such award 
should be will depend upon the severity of the maltreatment shown and the 
degree of resultant disability. To assure uniformity of award, I consider that 
the method of procedure should be to fix an amount for what may be termed 
simple maltreatment, with some resulting disability, and rate the various cases 
with reference to this basic figure. I have, therefore, adopted as such minimum 
award, the sum of $500 and each case has, accordingly, been judged with refer- 


ence to this figure. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, January 13, 1932. 


REPORT OF DR. J. P. S. CATHCART 


Orrawa, January 11,-1932. 


Errot M. McDovueatu, Esquire, K.C., 
Commissioner, Royal Commission for the Investigation of Illegal Warfare 
Claims and for the Return of Sequestrated Property in Necessitous 
Cases, Trafalgar Building, Ottawa. 


Sir,—I have the honour to report the results of my survey of the medical 
aspects of the claims made before the Reparations Commission by approximately 
five hundred ex-prisoners of war. 

My services were not available during the first session of the Commission, 
but I had the privilege of attending the later sittings in Toronto, Ottawa and 
Western Canada. During these sessions I heard the cases of every claimant 
and examined so far as was possible the claimants, numbering about two hundred. 
With the knowledge gained from personal examination of two-fifths of the total 
number of applicants it has been possible, after careful review of each individual 
file, to give a reasonably accurate opinion in the remaining three hundred cases. 
Not only this, but I have been able from a medical point of view to draw certain 
definite conclusions regarding the after-effects of imprisonment in the whole 
group of ex-prisoners of war. 

In arriving at these conclusions due allowance has been made for the fact 
that thirteen to sixteen years have elapsed since the termination of imprison- 
ment. It would be expected that after such a lengthy period the ordinary inci- 
dence of accidents and diseases in men now reaching the average age of forty 
would bring forth its own toll of disabilities, but comparison has been made 
by using as a standard the average health of ex-service men, with which I am in 
contact daily in Departmental work. 

Although it was apparent that the object of the majority of the claimants 

was to bring to the attention of the Commission certain injuries, alleged to have 
been sustained as prisoners of war, I was inclined to emphasize the impairment 
of health as result of general conditions rather than the direct or indirect results 
of specific injuries, violence or abuse. In spite of the numerous claims, I was 
particularly impressed with the type of men represented in the group of claim- 
ants. For the most part the claimants compared very favourably with the aver- 
age returned soldier; in that on discharge from the army they quickly resumed 
employment and have lived in a quiet, self-respecting manner since. I was 
particularly impressed with the spirit of independence as shown by the fact that 
many preferred to seek medical advice on their own without appeal to the 
Department of Pensions and National Health. This is probably explained by 
the anticipation of rapid restoration to health with freedom, help of good food 
and other comforts of life. I believe that in many cases this has been the for- 
tunate result, but in the select group whose cases have been heard before the 
Commission there is reason to believe that in some, this restoration to health 
has been but partially realized. 
It is very difficult to outline in a connected clinical description this impair- 
ment in health. My impressions were gained, as much if not more, from the 
authentic histories of individual cases as from the tangible results of examina- 
tions made at the time of the Commission hearing; in other words many of 
these men had the appearance of health, but the frequent occurrences of certain 
symptoms and illnesses, as listed below in order of their frequency, persuaded 
me to believe that this appearance was in some measure deceptive. 
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1. DentTaL CONDITIONS 


With few exceptions no claimants were found to have reasonably perfect 
teeth corresponding to age. It might be pointed out here that the average age 
of this group did not appear to be quite as high as the average of general C.E.F. 
enlistments. More than fifty per cent of the claimants were born in the 90’s. 
During the early hearings nearly every claimant attributed the absence of 
teeth to the effects of injury, the results of being struck on the mouth by rifle 
butts, clubs, ete. When it was pointed out how infrequently the corresponding 
lower teeth were involved, these claims of injury were seldom advanced in sub- 
sequent hearings. 

About sixty per cent of the claimants were wearing artificial dentures, of 
which the vast majority were uppers. Many of those wearing dentures, who 
had remaining teeth exhibited pyorrhoea and dental caries of varying degree. 
Of those who presented a minimum degree of dental defects, inquiries revealed 
that prophylaxis could be carried out during the period of imprisonment in Ger- 
many. Therefore, it is reasonable to conclude some of the dental defects were 
the result of unhygienic habits or laziness. I was under the impression, how- 
ever, that a large factor was a lowered resistance to dental infection and the 
necessity to extract carious teeth, proper dental facilities not being available. 


5. GASTROINTESTINAL SYMPTOMS 


The majority of claimants presented one or more of the following gastro- 
intestinal symptoms listed below in order of frequency. 

(a) Squeamishness; nausea in the morning, and lack of appetite for break- 
fast. Quite frequently this symptom was associated with morning cough and 
phlegm. 

(b) The necessity to place certain restrictions on diet both as to quantity 
and variety. Greasy foods and meats were particularly tabooed. On the other 
hand milk was frequently preferred. 


Indiscretions in diet gave rise to: 

(c) Pyrosis and belching after meals. 

(d) Peculiar sensations in the abdomen, varying from discomfort and 
heaviness to quivering sensation, less commonly definite pain and that not 
always related to meals; most frequently on an empty stomach. 


Other symptoms: 

(e) Alternate diarrhoea and constipation. This symptom was compara- 
tively mild and though usually present was infrequently stressed. 

(f) Haemorrhoids not very frequent. 

(g) Rarely symptoms suggestive of definite gastric or duodenal ulcers. 

(h) Mucous colitis. 

(2) Some cases suggest autonomic imbalance, chiefly of gastrointestinal 
mechanism. 

(j) Constipation: This complaint was rarely volunteered. In most appli- 
cants it was elicited by question. 

It seems important to draw attention here to the frequent use by the Ger- 
mans of disciplinary restriction in diet (bread and water) and the very opposite 
circumstance which affected all alike—that of being gorged after receipt of Red 
recs parcels. As many of the claimants put it ‘‘ It was either a feast or a 
amine.” ; 


3. CHRONIC PHARYNGITIS AND BRONCHITIS 


The vast majority complained of irritating cough, particularly on rising 
in the morning. In others there was a history of recurring colds and difficulty 
in shaking them off. 
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4. RepuceD RESISTANCE TO INFECTION 


The histories of a great majority of claimants revealed a story of recur- 
ring infections during the periods of imprisonment in Germany. The most com- 
mon infection was that of boils, but other low-grade infections were frequently 
mentioned, including carbuncles, septic sores, tonsilitis, quincy, bronchitis and 
suppurative otitis media. Those who worked in the salt mines seemed to have 
been particularly vulnerable. 

About 40 per cent of the claimants heard at the Toronto Session gave his- 
tories of recurrences of one or more of these infections since discharge from the 
army. Other but less frequent infections continuing into the post-discharge 
period are sinusitis, ischio-rectal abscesses, whitlows, cellulitis and erysipelas. 
A few cases of stone in the kidney or gall bladder seemed to fit into this group 
of reduced resistance to low-grade infections. A most striking feature of this 
apparent reduced resistance to infection came to my notice during the first 
session that I attended. In this session which was held in Toronto, April, 1931, 
I noticed the apparent absence of susceptibility to chronic infection in those 
who had been employed since discharge from the army at outside occupations, 
namely, farmers, policemen, etc.; whereas the real picture of reduced resistance 
to infection was regularly obtained in those employed in factories. 


Most convincing proof of the influence of industrial and living circum- 
stances in modifying the picture of reduced resistance to infection was obtained 
during the Commission Session in Western Canada November, 1931. During 
this session some 47 ex-soldier claimants were heard in Winnipeg, Calgary, 
Vancouver and Edmonton. I made inquiries from all these claimants regarding 
the symptoms which were most frequently observed in the Toronto District 
cases. In not one of these 47 claimants was there obtained a history of post- 
discharge susceptibility to chronic infection. Even those prisoners of war who 
mentioned having had boils, septic sores, tonsilitis and other minor infections 
while in Germany were strikingly free from continuance of these illnesses subse- 
quently. The findings in the Western cases permit a definite conclusion regard- 
ing the probable factor in the clinical picture of susceptibility to low-grade 
infection. In the West farming is the common occupation and indoor employ- 
ment is comparatively rare. It is my opinion, therefore, that there is one 
common factor operating in this group to modify or eliminate the clinical picture 
observed so frequently in the Toronto cases, namely, a high incidence of outdoor 
occupation and outdoor recreational activities combined with the advantage of 
having more available sunlight, except perhaps in certain parts of British 
Columbia. Whatever difference exists in the case of British Columbia is more 
than compensated for by the milder climate which permits outdoor occupation 
during seasons which in the other Western provinces would interfere with these 
activities. 


5. NERvous COMPLAINTS 


In the majority of those who volunteered nervous complaints there was 
exhibited an almost unique syndrome, not exactly recognizable as one of the 
common psychoneuroses, although obviously belonging to that class. The 
symptom which appeared most frequently was that of fatigue towards the 
end of the day. In a great many this fatigue was probably present at all 
times and explains the frequent complaint of irritability and lack of initiative 
and “pep.” Annoyance with trifles, tendency to avoid company, or rather very 
jovial or noisy company, were often mentioned. JI questioned many of the 
applicants regarding hobbies or outside interests and the majority admitted 
none, even those who had no financial excuse. Emotional instability was 
noticed quite frequently. Two applicants while relating their experiences left 
the room in tears but when no fuss was made over this they returned voluntarily 
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within a few minutes and continued the discussion of their complaints without 
further difficulty. In some others a similar type of emotionalism was thought to 
be not far from the surface. Other complaints were of dizziness, affected by 
changes of posture, some minor phobias, such as fear of crowds and of heights; 
jumpiness was a common symptom and occasionally sleep was disturbed because 
of this tendency. Some of the applicants exhibited a certain degree of touchiness 
and in two or three a resentful attitude was encountered, which attitude seemed 
to be at variance with the individual’s personality. Probably, therefore, it was 
an expression of this irritability. A fairly frequent complaint was that of 
insomnia, which, on inquiry, amounted merely to an abnormal wakefulness. on 
retiring. Rarely was sleep disturbed by dreams. 

On account of the peculiar features of this symptom complex I was at first 

inclined to place considerable stress on the frequent association of gastro- 
intestinal complaints with the nervous symptoms, and therefore to regard the 
latter as a form of neurasthenia with visceral hypersensitiveness, or on the 
other hand as a sort of nutritional neurosis. The younger men exhibited this 
syndrome more frequently than those of more mature years. My first conclusion 
was that during imprisonment there was a gradual reduction of the store of 
physical energy, with secondary demands on the store of nervous energy 
occasioned by the necessity, under pressure of the strict discipline of internment 
camps to put forth too great an occupational effort considering the amount and 
quality of the food available. It seemed natural that youthful individuals 
having less physical stamina would be the first to suecumb under such circum- 
stances. . 
After learning more of the psychological peculiarities of the ex-prisoner of 
war and after seeing the same nervous syndrome in the Western cases which 
presented no such picture of nutritional defects, I began to appreciate and later 
to emphasize the psychic element. The latter was brought very forcibly to my 
attention by a remark of a former prisoner of war who attended one session of 
the Commission in another capacity than as a claimant. He more or less 
accidentally made known the fact that he had been a prisoner in Germany during 
the war. Out of curiosity and because of his obvious excellent physical and 
mental vigor, he was questioned regarding his experiences, which proved in 
many ways to be identical with or even more exacting than that of the average 
claimant. He was asked why it was that he was not affected in the same way 
as those whose complaints he had overheard. He replied with a smile “I got 
even with them” and explained in detail how this had come about. 


This ex-prisoner’s description of the elaborate and persistently irritating 
means adopted by the Germans to enforce discipline and to cow the spirit of 
those who did not immediately conform to that discipline was exactly similar in 
every detail to that submitted by many of the claimants; yet he had been enabled 
to discharge his pent-up resentment by having an opportunity “to get even.” 
This, in my opinion, is the essential point in the elimination of the neurosis 
picture in his case. 

There are numerous other factors to be considered in attempting to under- 
stand the peculiar psychology of the ex-prisoner of war and in evaluating the 
potential causes of the unique nervous manifestations exhibited in some of the 
applicants; the chagrin and humiliation of being taken prisoner, the disillu- 
sionment of existence as a prisoner, the absence of many offsetting factors which 
made life bearable and even enjoyable on the Western Front. For instance, 
pride in regimental achievements, comradeship in adventure, regular corre- 
spondence with relatives, leave, visits to estaminets, and perhaps more impor- 
tant than all, an outlet in active interest in Battalion associations since dis- 
charge from the army. I would not attempt to make comparison between ser- 
vice on the Western Front and that as prisoner of war for similar periods. 
The experiences were totally different, not only during the war but since. The 
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majority of ex-prisoners not having a similarity of interest in reminiscences, 
have lost contact with their former battalion comrades and have found it diffi- 
cult to attach themselves to organizations or associations. This seems to be 
paralleled by similar contraction of interest in other social activities; as result 
many of these men lead very quiet existences, very often with material benefit 
to themselves. They are for the most part inclined to be serious minded and get 
their enjoyment out of life in a much quieter way than other ex-service men of 
the same age and social status. 


6. SKIN. | 

There were a few cases of recurring rash on the hands. In two of these 
similar rash occurred elsewhere, on the sides of the tongue and on the back of 
the neck. Two men who presented the rash on the hands before the Commis- 
sion stated that it had begun a few weeks previously with small blisters, fairly 
deep-seated but which slowly came to the surface and tended to coalesce in some 
places. | 

On the hands the rash occurred mostly on the backs of the fingers and occa- 
sionally between them. It was described as itching and burning. In my opinion 
it resembled cheiropompholyz. A few cases of psoriasis were observed. 


7. JOINTS. 


It was not unusual to have complaints of arthritis submitted. I examined 
the claimants and with the exception of one case of alleged traumatic synovitis, 
no swelling or suspicion of former swelling was noticed; in fact the claimants 
admitted that at no time were joints swollen, yet they distinctly referred their 
pain to such locations. A few complained of neuritis and sciatica and attributed 
this to exposure and dampness. I was under the impression, however, that the 
probable factor may have been chronic foci of infection. 


8. NEPHRITIS. 


Two cases of nephritis were presented, both on pension, as the condition was 
on record as having been contracted during service. 


STERILITY 


One comparatively frequent circumstance has been omitted from the group 
of symptoms enumerated above. I do not know whether it has any significance 
but at least it deserves mention. The majority of our applicants were married 
since the war, shortly after discharge from the army and return to civil life. 
Quite a large number of these have had no children, or at most one or two. I 
questioned a great many of these outside of Commission hearing because of the 
delicacy of the subject. 

In only one was impotence admitted. Nearly all the others attributed the 
apparent sterility to mere chance, but quite a few had accepted the view that 
their wives were unable to have children for various reasons. I was inclined 
to interpret this in another way, that some of these men possibly were sterile 
themselves, but due allowance must be made in these days for the intentional 
limitation of families because of economic necessity. 

Although I am convinced of the existence of a definite symptom complex 
in many of the applicants, I do not think that it amounts to a very serious 
disability, not over ten to fifteen per cent on the average, excepting those few 
who have such highly disabling conditions, such as effects of wounds and pul- 
monary tuberculosis. It is interesting to note that those who are in receipt of 
pension and, therefore, specially provided for, present the above symptoms in 
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very minor degree. This also applies to those who have generous incomes and 
those whose occupations (farmers) are usually associated with good living con- 
ditions—open air, sunlight and substantial food. 


After making allowance for a certain degree of exaggeration of hardship, 
abuse, etc., in individual cases and after consideration of the fact that much of 
the evidence given in each case was published in the daily newspapers and was, 
therefore, available to applicants and counsel, I am quite convinced that most 
of the claimants who spent long periods as employed prisoners of war in Ger- 
many, still exhibit some after-effects of this service, largely attributable to pro- 
longed deprivation of certain foods, more particularly those foods on which 
depends the preservation of good health in contradistinction to those foods which 
merely provide sustenance. The latter seem to have been available in sufficient 
quantities, providing the men were not called upon to perform very laborious . 
tasks or to do over-time work, or to endure dietary punishment, of which many 
complained. 

I have the honour to be sir, 


Your obedient servant, 


(Sed.) J. P. 8. CATHCART, M.B., 
Chef Neuropsychiatrist. 
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SCHEDULE OF DECISIONS 


Name of Claimant Decision 
Louis: Victor Lelebwréin o.j.40; sabes a das obieeim 1 tetera Disallowed 
OUND Ws cht. DECHORR. oo tel wks talc s hlln ons oe Bars oe IE Ge $600 .00 
Polemandor ss. CMa kers O67, is PE SN a eS ne err ng etn et ete tae eet eee Disallowed 
William Ps Badénool. ohcocosres 41 Dor Oe Oo ee Roe $1,500.00 
STOOTHC FLOV SCOR We i eR ee eee $1, 500.00 
PAEEORE LOG: eee EE OT Cree tthe ak ane nen aie cee Disallowed 
Arthar FiHarndcrnk Cate) ..0k RAM ACS Ae PER ae. Cee Disallowed 
Horice A.W. Colom: 1955.64. ods pearl. Sa are re ee eee Disallowed 
Christopher MacDonald's. “-.cncoec cc cock fo eot Chee to ae boa ae es Oe eee Disallowed. 
James:A: Baird: C2 ta Asan Se reliiiaie re i. REALE SEA. ee Disallowed 
Howard,Marsden Browns. cece porn rsees a Oe Sk Ns i aieds QL Ek Saree eee $500 .00 
(Je0TeO Wbery) Peeper, bi... As back ERED cup oitins oc beens oe arn ae eee $500 .00 
WET. ERs CSIOMEIOI tees oe a POR skid ie OMe re Voae ees Iss PUN Ee ee ee $500 .00 
Neth Diting a9 BBGMEET.., «6s t5.0 wv n.c sc hs Use hued ca tte aiauice he ed wie eae ee ae Disallowed 
Robert Eduvand -Clublew. 300.2 kes oe mea ele ob caine ehh chon Ste ee antral $800 .00 
Alexander MacA wey 0005.95 3 cdies sf pide s wa Sa ee ee eee $500 .00 
Frank Lewis Agstin «io co och tenths la sc Bae es ae eee $500 .00 
Wilhams Henry Socdhward sen 05. Pre ee een et ele ce nen ers anne in ene Disallowed 
Wilhany PstLickers (now Walton Foster) .2it).20a4 oo. Read. Lee $3, 000.00 
Lt.-Col..Jonn diol, Streignt. MC orcs ool < actin tas eine uns alow Sepa eee Disallowed 
Najor CIV ens e0 Ube aco coe cs ek ne cite + otek ses eile ae ta BUTE Se «ee ee $2,000.00 
Joh MeAuleys oc. MeO e, ORR CAS 0 ee Disallowed 
Donald. Barry, ated 4 cccseris «cn a chate ena « die: abana hoes a nae tae eae eh Disallowed 
LOB PP EPRING, © Bani ak eo ehidete Sco heehe 0s a abil 2 ET) OA RE Eee oe See Disallowed 
Arthur Joh Sloanesl.0h5 Pe, hee ees Fae Fea en eee Disallowed 
George. raser: McA Mater cass sabitesee os cielo bs ae US ea # ete a ee $1,000.00 
(REOTBS SALCON: yo. «sus Secs 4s oars aia eek aR otis ST NR oe OR le $500 .00 
Frederick Webb. Roadhouse... : .c5 snc ay ss aia nes 4 bok Se ae ee ee $700.00 
Benest William: Hopkeine 5006-6 sse doses salav.s a ome teed ek at eae $1, 000.00 
Hrnest Oenorne Calligton. 0.5% sca ceuubeadant Sarees esas  eig Giese earl rere ae $800 .00 
Major Leonard, Septimus Morrison:so2: ac). . ahs 2. OR » ie Le eee Disallowed 
ATther Willian Cane Ae oo la oss Oe a, oes oe ae es en $500 .00 
Archibald Peter Camippells fi. cl. see eee wees a eee Uk ome ley ite, eee $1,000.00 
Archibald ©... MeBridesi: co...) oeiceks ouuvan Seennelobe cust $700.00 
Frank Haley oa 0 0 och ce eG ac ele et in baa ed a $800 .00 
Bertram MeConmell 534055. eee CI ino hs ate $600 .00 
Hilton: Howard Howe. sccd ctr es re hs be, ade ee eee Disallowed 
Jobn Melrivetinis. 22k. o3 5 Seg 3s Pet oearce Se se pee a Or <a Disallowed 
Horace;Piekering :. . racsicist. Chee waetauce foe. Peet ce ee eee $500 .00 
Walliam © Vinddle 3.030 oa oi sas he Ag dueustak a Sab ove bow Bes ea ee eee Disallowed 
Tt DOIDES CHPOPZE 1 UCI ee ca ee ee NT a oh vale Cet CONES GR $500 .00 
John Kennedy ei .ceesoe.. 1 2. ROBO. Ee BORER eee Disallowed 
Brie fic SeAthAN oc eek ee a eras Me ee es ssl ces” 3 hs hades paso eit $1,000.00 
Charles Plesnncer Gordon cs ee es cee Cake bee fe eee a Gea ee oe $600 .00 
Beary Balphses. 33: ei aes. ae. 9. RE. On Bee A ee. Disallowed 
Piao A sie i ita cid earad ds cx teen den at. Zora ten eit ee ee $500.00 
DAMP EyOu gina. sacie hs ancoance ooae eh cad wile cy eee he reas ee eee $800 .00 
VW LRG AE SATA TOTEM 3 05 oie eis.¥ « pas Ssed le wide eck fete ee yoy oe an te a ee Disallowed 
James Diack Partalll gon kes Re i ee ee ee ee, oe Disallowed 
Js CG. BSCE eee ee ne ee On ak i ee) Tee, Lhe ee $500 .00 
Clifford Ross: Wilkitigs 200 2c8.. A Ee RT a, BE Ce ee $1,000.00 
Archibald ‘Tawi tcc.) Ms att Ries See aa Ne | ie oe, Disallowed 
Willing Walker son cs rot cece cs see ore eee oie ee ene $700.00 
James Sullivans ALO, Wa, LE, Se ee, Ee ee ee Disallowed 
John. Alfred. MeCa thus. x2 cue. ay sia, «beds « 18 Sie «ey oh eke «aha a: ea ee $600 .00 
PIGHUEEE BEaN ee cen oes ach Boch hk REE ee a hkiewia hea Disallowed 
SamnuelliRorter®...05-. RUPe 39) ESAS I eae kG oe acs ee gee eee Disallowed 
Frederiek Bone... scdueda vk < sok > elem cowie bad aa ied oes ae eee Disallowed 
James Jackson Connolly: J... 54 0. «+ emqx ym aeenisw kgs hat acne ce aie eee aan eee $700 .00 
George Henry Johrisony...).2500 220). SA I, SB Oe ee, eee Disallowed 
Ralnk Bi. Wallace... div cits alan » vee eeenee casks a oo ae ee et eee Disallowed 
CIGUTRO PLOW EDE. Sos oda bn cies coey bam dein cine co nk oe Bales a Oe $500 .00 
Chatles Sinclaix’Patsons),iy, . PSA, SAG, 28, Se, eee Disallowed 
William, Fraser... ¢. des iwddteavid ind. ds teats Shot. these hi ae ee ee $600 .00 
RxOOTHO WILLS POSE. sic scree s anno ce Sd oiuackakwedia 6 oak ceMeee te ee ee $1, 600.00 
John Thompson Hewitt! 82) 5. 2048 Oo Tak, Sie at Pie ee ee Disallowed 
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SCHEDULE OF DECISIONS—Continued. 


Name of Claimant Decision 
aor Lhomas Venables Scudamore... cin. 5.o5 306 on cheseaces es hepa OM- doise ls Disallowed 
aA PENCE UREN WG Fo 05, 80s "e's lassie rw o'y Hg a Roo yeas idle bee 6 ea herd OSTA Db A Disallowed 
aan Sr ae OOOO 3.» he's ue e's G7 ck x wl x weanenn a's Earn anvetal Shosen tw $600 .00 
PR RR ONES For 0 Ree NA CAN ad tiem nshig uh uniiee ote ole sy a mm ak Disallowed 
BPR ee PLN NC NE die ea eke thon nin ee hpi rk to vn 4 aia etenes yon. AML biol $700 .00 
i LUN) poke yo SG Ae AN SES in Nl un Cn eRe Ng, Oe Disallowed 
CRNA RN F815: 5h el, tea dont badiy hs hatedac tos Na of Goren A GAME Kg oes See tait LOY -saREE Se Disallowed 
ee re CPEB 0h sec die eta hin bc ou dp dats “a tconry Rah bie a ie ieee « Rapa Oh aa $600.00 
NR AEA ee os i aia tetera tar areilahs'es lnle a sha ime Maes ee em era a op RARER ae Disallowed 
EY OR EVENTS 6b i, tie HRV A a aarsh inn 0% be olan es ae cee? sma sok $1,500 06 
NORA OD POLO crs ohn) a feuhitai nh. m boro keeway naa ne ae yt eee wats Disallowed 
PEER SOLES, IS i ia in inte lays ia te ean lormiiars helenae haeele > Seeding ts HL oaerianen) <tan $800 .00: 
BEBE OM ESECTS PA ISWOFrkly I IBEPCC SO: « 5 cass enue Gna ws ahah te ee ni olenik ie bag la RO BE Disallowed 
ERUPT S TE RO OOO GFN 8 Uda aa oI sk, Ga Hayes “as ede Mla hah ns nigel neuen) ctenende Soule? Disallowed 
ct 8 Gi SE aS 112 RSC AS OR Oe ret So tee eM RU MS 0g a Disallowed 
aI HC, Me OT hr lek ttm ins ome ike min bum aw ase wines, 64 on RRO balan Disallowed 
OE IEE EPICS BFK 586466 fen ls 4 Ula yen embod a nha ean werennn os aE peel eines Disallowed 
PR ee I 8 5 Bela (erat, 5 Corser Gls wile coe Were whe wales ans EMS OD once ered Toren wets Disallowed 
IU OMEN IE BD. 5 Wh 9 Pin Fh ses aahseyrg dahl fe Aeos dea ld Ie ang acess bei nto oe orcas PE eed $2,000.00 
SONNE UCIT OCC E Ea od SoH a tate 8s ala Neilniy Utes b's bn alte w Wore wots pom RRR ORES he EON Disallowed 
Leonard L. Ling......... tele red hecta Sh Atala Zalhe Saito ls ig tx Oats kOe orate Canaan A atte $600.00 
LOTS a OLS 2g a ae oe RIN TS or) Ge Disallowed 
ROE WATERY NEI 36 Lose, rah, 8 ia Tata ks halachitu a le ole "era's @0Ms nil aile tains hop ROLLS ETE be OE Disallowed 
Re PED PMN NREL NS PE NO 5 5. ho oh N 8 pence M eR lars Malte Nias Ad rk fs Natron «iS ery wel aabh-aanewt Disallowed 
SPORE A EL 09-59, 60 27,5, $8 tare Bat N TES 4 9 Ns btu Nit a eh eto ro Nelutvnne su rene ae Wok regan. arene « desictl $500.00 
Oy ela ges AS Cee Pen yn Cee re am mm Ie PMNs Or Wt eT see Disallowed 
ioe hg A EE aR A ae OS Ee a ee eee SPmaO SON Ah 7 TREO” Nt 5 Wpmnde Disallowed 
SPLOT HEE G MIP URE oo Fork eter ote tae dies To hel Goode iin“ a. 4 tbe tons ns ae NEE. decnrcdut Tl al tay Disallowed 
eS CIRCE OUN 2 E05 8 46.8 bi tan, osha Poh fader ls Hata seals saa to ro sneered EEN ieee Dade $1,000.00: 
eRe CN ETET HOON Sf REYNE bien occte nei Menem hain vee-eaaiuecn split EL «Ti seny Disallowed 
LT D4 OR RTP fee a mn, } emis TS: ay Mere Disallowed 
Re PCE aE LOCO Joie." Nos Ais are tarate tea ure nen she seam oon aE eT ne penis each: Disallowed 
DEmiCS OPO VAlGNUMOS 52 hikes ub ahd on oles ue chow aoe ie aba daha Seaesq: $1,000.00: 
(Ekg mith WS) EE B. 5 Prt rc rr rrr ar wih vhebe ie tapate ker: Aes AE Reece Dh casiale $500 .00: 
OE TEAL CLIP ee i bet HI a 8 yo hu rata hala se ead aha calves, ams Sal acs oan. pein mal Recess $600.00: 
RUE Ry POW fe 2h ee Ne Eek ek 9 esas tatch de Keanu la: Carste ia ate 14h hate Cb ta orale bn olan ia poem An Meade Disallowed 
PRS COE Cr ABURED 2 Foon. 0, coer PMA rabitht, ec hshars tet de coecauanameatiadt reg Rees ake BS oneal Disallowed. 
ee Re CO VO VOR tk a8. hues rt ronrters mien Mevraty otter ety oni aioe ts rar “tela gougpnce bee Vaan dhs gets Disallowed. 
er OO th ate laa ej eg eo Ate sdiins a sls te tava ter chon leh od Dba tn hscachapet NE. imum: Avail $700.00: 
Pe ir) EVO PATH PLO TISOR ah ty iect ote tata totev grace reisrates lag 0 4 wide ater ocatotor ede tibnmeeibo dh gemecey Ue ar $500.00 
Oe mT EE, OBIT OPEL: 28 8 thor echo nce sot ty hakgtatanngtara ctacarerare oa erate her sna-netoghnoneied Pere etd $500.00 
BME ACER YRS ot bot. (Own ray ar WIE ech ene Aen. 4, hh chop. c topahvalhonehe Daormenare ovina. oo eniaintn ho ae Disallowed 
PRICE GT PONCOLOY tes sch. 88 sc bis 5 ech bbe reh runes totars) alae tid mtobebinononded's. wordiianicw: sunt Dba eat $500.00 
TARAS PTI O) We TA LICL ee rans 8, oe bil stime nahaetclchar ovat wa soteprotstes sia rare 4 Raaen mor eal AE i enlltg BEkOy ers Disallowed 
Rover vames tandolph:-Russell... seve nice oe vito o eapebliiatt eam deree Disallowed 
ea SNES baila: CAE ee NRE ERE Rn PURE RE! OA, SMES Y MOONEE + YE a $500 .00 
L yar bil SG sogel ai is 0 SUM Pe te UR cn ON NR) Y oh" Disallowed 
Dredaied ORE DT NEAT ERD co feo hc ct ee i oe eo cE Os one Sone ogg en Ete ease Disallowed. 
By Ore OR og icons huis Sle ehh Ader dod svat bide d nape peyttaa, ode $800.00: 
BBO AME 5 OE CARE SL ES A As dee Reh Nr io a said dh oh aida aebvial «oo ageetetben he ssp u eek te Disallowed 
a... Harting (dee’d)......... Ret RES On ME Renn ee eee PEN = oF a ee Disallowed 
EL ST SGT CD ee es a ee Te < ney o aeee Disallowed 
See Oe ALINOOW oho ho fot ofall ed dle ve Mian e Hla oare anette debt hill rel Disallowed 
De EI TATIONS CS hh Sn nh A A et TA ONY Phd ate tiie dad ee oT A Ste $600.00 
ERM ACT eC ee ORs FC A Ee ewe SEM diy Sede eee dwiocde os aqme -pidae Disallowed 
OPER SOLOW eee os ooo hor SUES SP ede Meee eee coy Neo e to nga EET Tet bORe t6 _ $500.00 
BET tea ERIC APUR SiS os bre aca orcs koe ae aad ans oe o dpe meena boty Disallowed 
Pe iei EMRE SOMIOING. scsi no hss foie hoot eok es de dros edeep rere sss eepobadh Frags Disallowed 
PUPAE STLINTINCT A TY Fil ns CS AARP SAAT U SS Vag hdd todd Cady ot 4 visio o.or™ oye ee Disallowed 
BOE IIB OMe EOLE tok hh EAS Be ot ted od ad coos of £e po ood eee ent. canard, gly $600.00 
BL AAI OR ETOAT fe oe Pe es heh Ue aod cee bd od oo ae cd pg Oy depeche ame _ $500.00 
Dreier aveuven Wirmore Haightscs4 oi odds adic od tenes) pepe be on able ee quae Disallowed 
PAT OSEDIY TIGRIAUTIC? 00452 Noo oe Shp ee ed ae hed od Pease Se he or caine: Syhiys Disal lowed 
Beri CHOP YUE Sree secede erase tebe kad rte snes ope ay osc gtpieee Wes Disallowed 
PRUE Ree Liat TOTAROWs (8 i ci k se dee esky er dei 8a oot s8 oon tet atee EE senses Disallowed 
POMEL Bs FP NOT eso Bhs bore Sek is oe eR RE AAS ELF Ldds PAE oa digs ode was Menaeeeg aes $1,200.00 
SLI TOC IN 8 PRE PAY Oa s ert Lae eds ahs os orpemath aeleoen? te Disallowed 
rae Ve cer Tard (ALIONS tot noe o3 hc bs 02a Sa sce daa 208 oe sé cpedl® Sheol preacl ae Disallowed 
PUIP OG at T iat SIOCROUG Ss Abi ieh ees neers reek ag hse nes ee iee eae ose unger elles Disallowed 
TONG VCVY NIVEL OATTOLG ao. kss besos tere sesh reseess saat ise oces €y a ape D oopel Mel ods _ $500.00 
PANES AIOALGA Tere tenes a0 ee Cab ers e de crac as gars atee ts eben lh SineenS! dace Disallowed 
Py PETER NET ANY. Stet ese wade be foe oe ere oc. ead i vad ese BE WT tebe ees Disallowed 
Tg asda Lal ene hs ee ee ee eee ee ee | eeneen. are Disallowed 
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SCHEDULE OF DECISIONS—C ontinued. 

Case 

No. Name of Claimant Decision 
2027@1F rederick W. Barrett:..3:¢252 5222 020 e coda ba tee Gee ee es ee, ee ee $1,200.00 
2073: Jobn Ball Bailey as sic s.ned-ngociaso ach phdvdhadaihs eds Qbadd bans ee ee ee eee $800.00 
2020 ' |Frederick James Bridgman: : 2: 2) 2666 fcc 005 620088 62d LE EOLES Oa OPT ee ee Disallowed 
2080's Alfred. George Blake..iscc62cccecdss ceceeeeer cst ddsciatetea toa ge eee $500.00 
2031 |Robert Burloy...iicccccorcdeie cle Soest Salma ccereen SS. See eee Disallowed 
205294 Ernest Comins os s5s cea ads oesaeronr oe oon eens oradeunanoe stad ne pee ae ee $500.00 
£033'"*| Richard. Eugene Codresco.... 53:36 se) ofc c cod c ced Pee cea Odie ode oet te ae Disallowed 
2035. VAlbort) Bdward»Grose.: oi ceec ccc dtelideedcviiscdiiecdve etc ee $500.00 
2056S Angus Campbellis. cece 00062060 obadddiee cdvdde HAvdeeibaed op beht ith t ee Disallowed 
2087'+1 Victor William Couche... 3225006 ocd fod Sed tadaeeee ne ee ee Disallowed 
2053844 George Chappelleses.. oi sc co ciceideaiatdle ive ie tadale itd ota brakes, Se ee $500.00 
2039 |Joseph George Edward Crane.................-.005- PEPE PP RIPA APT Ry AO Oe rg yea $500.00 
2040" | nos Coopers: sic ce coe ecco ov ae eal tata 5 ROT, BOR oe Ce $500.00 
204i 2 Philip Sy dneyConibear vii cc.6 osu oo enw ole oletal olivate latched dads Upon eee $700.00 
2042 Soli COd Fed. UR ie vic wiht dled dha oat chal Dallas che oe Be $500.00 
2043!) A rehiibaldGooke site 6 oie cee ib cia wind wl a slat dialn p'plolclel otataly alelplet atta a did nt Se Disallowed 
20450 George Sparks. Days iss. cies <isis'cia\elstciwlelsiele' stele cletcls'a!alelclc'ala'algltlv's Catal Lat Bee oa 600.00 
2047" Albin: Perey» DunBbaryaD CMa: sccic ie sista wieteia'e oie re alah etalete otallp’aletwlat sledge) sees eee Disallowed 
D0TS~2| Robert David ROME Foie occ vist nie civilly stale atatn' shal dll @halatstals'alstaletdtalatat deelalehlita aa 2 See ae ee Disallowed 
QOS Eid ward Wawards.. «ss: oi.c scien wlale'wlele!s'wlaatewle'atatelslale’ols'otohele'st fl do bh Bae ee eee eee Disallowed 
2050 iJames Alexander Everett . .:....c.c:..c)ccieccis <ia'aie'a'alslelelslelelelshe'e’ele'olutslsteleldla Bab tee UA, ok AP Disallowed 
DOSE Alfred EMiottbe! faa hlowicc siecle sieliicce cle wle'n'e’ala’e'clol'slatelele'a“elotelate BEART Ee Oo es ee ee $500 00 
20538' =} John JamesiE lO wee «.x..5 cis ieies'o'aie'e’le"o's'sle'aie's"a'w'es"wle ee 1etislete stele let etstaain & RO nee Disallowed 
2064's Walliam: Jobin ‘Grant. sss oc: /etecciaie'atedaelalate'ate’als folete'a|o/u'atala’ala Sete wstetelatoteletael AES Pee eee ee Disallowed 
2068 “| Robert Honry Greemiii aise foils lea ble ie lela la's lela a's ola'e slela'e falls to's ale biden ee Disallowed 
2066 George Bell Gallaghor: 8a. Puneet cee ealeie te a tereiels tate ele lallelste elotete SAR ee Disallowed 
2057 (George Osborne. RichiGreenhow «.....65< . ci v'sis''nis ase ielole'sle“e70!0's!5"'s!e o nleletp lotatetee ae eee Disallowed 
2069°=\ Frederick: Thomiasi Houses <......5::. st. eieso's\s'e'e’s'a'e'p!s's'otelela alelule’ele' 56 Dat a ee $500.00 
[060 “John Alired Holdsworth 5 sco os. cists cists leis vat ola alele ln u/a!ats's le lelabelels give Weg aL ease Disallowed 
BOO Perey TBarvell ieee wtetetetels vcalala's shale hs ule’e e lela als a'a ele eld JOR ee ee Disallowed 
0002 Bernard Walliam Hannan. 's s 252.:.'ceite'sisis elaie'o'n's!s alata slo elle oo WS Oe ee ee $800 .00 
2063 ST Herbert Seymonr Hunt; « .icc::)<'h ssi inialnse ci inlet ellaletele’sols'ee's le Oe eee Disallowed 
20e4 +) Kdward Patrick MeQuade.s...:.0.:i-0.'lsicietois'eieis so aleliatels Wa bind Lda Lee et eee ee Disallowed 
2006 1 Vietor Albert Jefferies i. iv. secc:cicicietan,toisloteleis le wte Se lols lou lelaloleletale atnlehaudtettre oe tatee Ss aeiemamen $600 .00 
ZG) TEhomas Jack somii gata ce sic % sci tvtetateialeia"alelateetate te ale lols atelagetetetalele iotel SOc eeteee ee ieee $700.00 
SOUS HT Robert JOhMSto Msg 6504 5.ste settee lave te nls ‘aoe ollesb lola latole’ole lalate tn lolete ole lalate tee eaten Disallowed 
20691 George Christopher Jennings + 3.:.:...05.<oi002e's/sis alan! love's olalale elule eleloldida De eee Disallowed 
2070 *iJosinh Alfred Johnsons: Me S60 1s as lols vate a lesbos heel inte ead ANE te ee ee Disallowed 
ZOE | Robert Josoph Kaa. 45. 2. ccceecee kala ius tate eda ale laine fa 0b00 "sla he Boles ala etesdlee ete $500 .00 
201a John: Wyman Kensettie iii hec ue bites Gale aN Se also echolalia Disallowed 
20( | Prods David: LOrseltry..o.iicctscree ison sos hae & bog ei bite be she COA Oe ee Disallowed 
DUCE TAUPO ACO) isi. cielo Ag ei ad aloe va be bah beh hea bb hive hs ah bel keane eee ee Disallowed 
S000 OPM LAA Die ih. 85 SAL e A ahh Gay We alate eis bles tol Meh OS Wee Disallowed 
2016 Harry Clayton MacDonnell ).:0.5.4.65.05 eb ahah aaah hake ik phpliagld eee eee _ $500.00 
2077 Frederick James McMullen: +: cc... eaten lee eleae sie a ee SOE Te Disallowed 
2079 ‘James Cleary MacNeill is... seine cnscaeseb abet eeeane suet ehtdledtey nee Disallowed 
OP PERO METI 4 kes oe face 815 sac Slo Sot fens wracllosbilestulors fh hoGo tithes Jade ate Dole gil ee $600.00 
Wea Robert Gordon MoKay a... isin cenes ovine itetok eaves bh Aa otelald eo ee Disallowed 
Buse ~T Lhomas James: Noon y:.ascietes sta iatwsted nodosa bree eek we helene Wha eee ee $700.00 
uce “4 Peter Coniston’ Nicolson « ¢s és. 1hcaccnak vee eie eae oe55 SER eee eee $600.00 
uce = Mrank © Donolne oy Ge 65 oescon cb ahi eehiare btotea beeen 4 Ava ado Dn ee ee Disallowed 
ae treorge Homer Pattersons ovis sens sada se atone ee eee ea eee Disallowed 
se stanley Ed ward: Parker's: js c/siccngepages ia baled k Skies Ade ee et ee ee $600 .00 
moow” ernest Albert Pay: soci. ccsekocecw: gupdew §. oobi © Seed cnshk tat ants Seehof ee Disallowed 
2000 Pr Williaa “ParoOr ssc 5s 6 ack bsseim cach tend iG ied SR Rnd Gere ee ERB telat ee $600.00 
2091 |Alfred Walter Peagram........ bc baba aD KG bles OO NRE UR oh eee $1,000.00 
ee Gordon James Price. .5 sé secc cap bre pap obverse osahaue ws woe teen ele eee Disallowed 
2005 7" lid ward ‘Rod gereseit's sis inicts cateesbtascenes os 6bnus tea Whee eee oe Disallowed 
ZOE Wis eean « PRAM APE 8 5 sce seaesic Ssh oh boarded We GG Sem ge5:Sekedvane lecbuasd ack ete aA, SL shat a Disallowed 
2006" ‘}Oliver Joseph Sherbourne ..+ sic scicac chose ca as pinnae namaste ee ee ae Oey ae $500.00 
S007 ‘James Wilbam. Sinclair. .o. (0.655.900 beiiebas eon thie ed tage ees see, Bee $800 .00 
2005 |Thomas: William Spalding... 6. .c.0schcie onas oc pew eee oe te tee Le fie ae, Reena $600 .00 
2000” Donald Sutherland « «icin scci55aegee bd dew eter wrbebee Gleb eae rao Oe ee ee $500.00 
SAO TI GRO Db SG oe 5.00e see deciea hae bo Ted eed Dhaba beds Srav'rdy bebe asedbvinge hae aA are ne le ee Disallowed 
21017 Thomas Henry: Sheehan. io.io: 6655.0 850s taeaaet-se ab anenm del Uae oe eee Disallowed 
2102 Roy Stampa. (eG Yeas ira dicaanand ooanetpenunsheansbs.a5n8 SRR eee, ene Disallowed 
2103 “Alfred Gordon Saundersiic i icice cc sccsechieserecaceparnesscc pepe hAaeee ee eee Disallowed 
zo Harry Lewis Scott Stones cccis.nnosiicnwesonentdeda saa ian cep geen enn SOkee eee _ $500.00 
2100 =| Melville Truematics. .cssdadehncd oe andd 60 bd0eOSEbabEnanE RAT RO ee Eee ee Disallowed 
aioy i Rrank William Tilleyessei<cocscschscontependeascondnnswaneteanee ete eee _ $700.00 
2107>*|Robert Francis Tunstead ;; - 2.5 iis 05 cccnneb nd bacseasbauesasees oases en eee Disallowed 
2108 John Frederick! Wilking:.; 5: ...0055sich0ise0 cbeedeansscearesigehatas. eee _ $500.00 
2100 o}Hrnest Weymouth ys iis icc c is cece ess ds cae eet ebeet ear bnadte bint 614 45 te eee ee meee Disallowed 


Case 


2110 
2112 


2122 
2123 


2132 
2133 


2185 
2186 


2188 
2189 


2195 
2196 


2201 


¢ 
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SCHEDULE OF DECISIONS—Continued. 


Name of Claimant 4 Decision 
Withomrotopnen Wiryte.ty....0s alee Se eis PN So on vib heel ca jack). Gates? a Disallowed 
Serie muta? VUNG es ces cau Es. cigstabeaita teitun ole « Aidlets « Sut}ro, MR ae ae $500.00 
MA OTR SPV REDICT eee a PR tea eRe, ein a Ere ee Ste lina bit meh aide egeuer nee Rohe Disallowed 
Peonderiek: Vueodore Vrebater?) 3/5. (Bil. he ede de vad tees bined. debe bee's, 2 Disallowed 
Gharies Jacksons WOlStenlWOlnn: ocean. in conte.» ais: oRaate tates sich ddahete nears ta cet ee Disallowed 
BEEN SOR ace ge ene a Geis Hoag Minds ae 8 9 9 ¥ pbs FST b rx OE ORO a $500 .00 
MP LCADN RN WOE KK feta) Sn, od Rass Sy ee ORG a SMES 5 wages kev EES Oiler cin TRO OEE oe. E Disallowed 
MRC WY TERE 0! ccna Oo, id gualGick CORED LHS SHHA 4 ies Bul 004 Wa vie rata h CORI Oe BE Disallowed 
eR eee HILOO Lo. 5's a ake a's pag F mbsd os vay ikleh bead boot as ae na oO Disallowed 
mrmrorN Gms, ©8507. We ELM ME: SPEER ok LAL, yew oh 8 a's oP coe Re EEO $500.00 
Miieranier William Y Ota. . ac nave «rotate es 6 Oxo. shia Pein ya: oR TO Reet eee Disallowed 
Ira NNEC tn Fda kaw che 6 44 aww dy yds Oe the 14ce OO oe Disallowed 
uate’) Pau virr Ooi sth, kai. Ak hoa Wen ha a Oe ead Mens 8 Le ee oo So ORM LL OT Disallowed 
RMSE OPC PAO ATID hao ve och 4 Wak bee NAS A heeds CRE UA CAD 44S Rae OED GMO GM Disallowed 
Er IOM ALOE tC LONSCALT ec oy peaks oe aoe ON ends oe Poms ks eed « a TO Bt $500.00 
rLrecteaond © 10 AIC. SLUT Er Peak aad Vek oc oe UG A DOILD sicnats Cele Disallowed 
ema a CEO os ke. Pater cits sadly «tates & lade THER ORs Sur ade Vee some $500 .00 
BNTOR TG a Gees rie eee oe cea tc cw niche ore Wad Raat Sia ete, sas Wav ec wasiacayne ee Disallowed 
PubamPeaN lini MaAGLOOd, «oo occ< talk oun yoeks ek ka cowie ce ena dawruune oo AMOREe. OE $500.00 
QUE AAD 5s orp iso ae cla e's ving Maas PRASAD ROR OES OO ER LSS Poe OL ORWELL E Disallowed 
eee Ree eS Re ee a ca A a wa nm ntwG 4% bd Aw dideeatn REMC Ee BE Disallowed 
eer ere i IAETite ye eS Re ee a we ba sd uA ¥.0.0 maw 4's een TRUER: $1, 200.00 
Pieros Mammen Ogty iis oooh, sow aire He. oi cideth ie Jose Cas Uk. RE ee $1,200.00 
EIR ee MS ad ccd wince anny ak oh «derek Sena OL ee a Disallowed 
RUN ORM SIG Ne | ee Fe ee Re eee a wanes bao eae. Heya. Disallowed 
ae IRAP Ys WAILOL is. Jolie Sted Ulin eck bs Sele b uklgek ean es La es ORR RA $500.00 
EE SLOWER: BOWE ede Es 2 a nseuenin tists wane dara ane e wimg be «eee t Disallowed 
REPEAT ORNEL AEN BSG SOME ee ee tl edie bie uum sauna > cay omen 6a ROTO ae” $500 .00 
watiel Charles McConaghy:i MM 6 La. 8. ek a A OTe Disallowed 
OTN 8 oko oho aka: do. use cs ake a dels aks & So tas on Vigan: «1p AL Disallowed: 
PORTE ILIONY FAG, oc coc ec c ccka wad Goan ng sudanon ye shin ns ana GR ROIe WHO ad Bip Disallowed: 
downelnomas Fellowgiia:< oli. es bh otk ak. BA. soe de senile Disallowed 
MEAT) ESOLTOW, WELCD EE oo oc a ccokeun ced cncarn nianen nals « sam dee eda wane arash ae Disallowed 
ePEITOOPELOUYY WAUIACE. ©. Oo6 ance oles kaw n 5 coe sas he aninns San, om eatyay as 4 oxo RTO Rb Disallowed 
amieg wwomms Core sie. Jee ee OR, CAE GANS wets o ORLA eek. $800 .00 
ea! CAGIN SON... 8.5 « «do hail serena veo seu bere ead 4.0 ais here er Soe Disallowed 
POUPMO TG VOT AS WETS, oo na.c core cenercun ts tae weld am snide wae «a 64 edi nqalakns «QO LR BORER: Disallowed 
RMR OP ACL A OETISONe Vt oS}. SULTS the wGetous wa aw ab ss Eee e at SRL OTT, OF Disallowed 
RCS TPR oh aS sunhen can ft wpa oaks cata a» Saye pS ORIEL aS A $700 .00 
PEE Ry ee ce Re ag nat crave) alike oo 4 ehh 05st gall AA ani hiaaad Disallowed 
Vn ah, Ft Fhe hd estar: 6s Seated as ope avn, Sp aeaneh ng ocinc DY Seb nah gp Gray en dees cs cose DORE AEE Disallowed 
Bret e el NOURI 8 08 wad... iscis, ose Wa om v, Ga. ERS Ds, AEST HOSS 2 CRT A se HE eee Ee Disallowed 
RPE EES ESOS IY CEE oc ow ty ns acd ei'vaig wis wll BS devas ea totem Bae non “eet ROE ee $1,000.00 
SST MECATI AVS AY AIL, SA a ack tre ae Set os eee oes ainsi haces sy tong OHI, CLEC Oe e Disallowed 
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US Saal 88 05 i eaaspaenl bo ae i A GR eGR AE Se le RM AY NRO CRE TS Disallowed 
Be A UE ee eS) AO SUL ADLER OBIE FAN Ie Satay shakes oPiysearucts euvcabia ose UO RS A a Disallowed 
PEATE, Lub VaGl OOK SOD cx «. & onl ieeGiaki Lh wocsveun dot, Cue. Die le, ER Deo es Disallowed 
J OUP GIP RR RE aR ORES EOE Rene ORAM ESS RRS Oe ONCE OMIM oe Re Ta $500 .00 
OME OSs Fe a ha oe eens oc eens elogernceavs atu cgeacaragabivensogadosdvavecoxsrspaver a AMES AGA Disallowed 
(BDEAID A Ob Keb Os SON MOISES, (565.6 bia hak Aolods, ciel boos onccelac tins sibdoeme pce MMO Eu, A Disallowed 
Re EN rs ee ie lS Seas k aackndeonlcass cnbuties tess cicutntapmecaten d 6g TOM MET RD Disallowed 
ey TNA IN ahs shy nes shoe cao ed ak cups ocala dace. oh ceca Lngind nec chav unsdnm anes OMe ey $800 .00 
EES Rs Chaba sta MG Co: ) ae a ae enen mmr ht iN 5S We © Cie Me Ae SE A Disallowed 
PE BLO UL OW GOW EAE GOES o xicecvececavesouedecsbes oo: onsvocsvenncenenny sprarvossuensseatuceiave acer vo SENTENCE, OTE .00 
ener NR OM aMr SALE OID Eee Mee) ns tert oe, Ae hia Vy bla Lae Sine oe Steusetoul sae vat accu aot Disallowed 
Pe Re re Gay ng coo baie At ra ea He enue sae Cun daoeule $500 .00 
Pete AE lOrrUoEIne tee ee ee hs crtnies 9 ua ara Oo 5 Gov wlll data) Gus See $800.00 
COTE SERIA Set EVES B00 AU oo ear oO SL uate GES Coe rd et EGG ee ee eMC APS en ner aver $700.00 
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Pruinm o. th. WOOO White... > £0... . FRET AS. Jee oe. PORE AEs ce ccda ccs Disallowed 
PINS IMLA TAY = VV LLCO ee as arn ere cca aro boe ere Pe aIhak ad wav ¥ Vlas heels Bee ae $500 .00 
MELEE ROTI CEN a Vet Atcs hase ned alice vce bed bvarostNaic ts ik See lative MRR ORES Meek oe $600 .00 
maresel PRES LIAVIGS. .....c Ee vtawchcis aie «ies oe he PR pads RUE. cote ee eM ee OS. $500.00. 
NR TEE EE Te ts, ca, Pa, Wie aietates adeaipan es cob tals tip, UMN a epee aac buss Said oie Disallowed: 
Aetna Ges TINS, Coe SOE BRED ee C0) eI ere tee ls Seen ete ees $500. 00: 
a OL STOPERONES 2. oh a ain, ant ee. eas Ceuta a « Sera amet seats. SNURT, SURE PE Disallowed. 
EL Te COE CURIESEE TV SE IOTIOUE Wis cos oak cos > ern ae ot A 5 oO 9 og, 5 kes Sho ale oS a5 + Span F's Bens boa Disallowed 
WMTEDUPEDUTOCNET | POLSON MOS. ah chide berate eee aT eS SORE oe eee ek, Mice ines $500 .00: 
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SCHEDULE OF DECISIONS—Concluded. 


Name of Claimant Decision 
Jobin Montague Carmsow oc<is. is ia bad adied bon Read eta nddncaad Ase ee ee eee $500 .00 
Alexander MA Mas Jiny Fe nteties boned cat and denen hee Lhaeee abt ek ee eee $500 .00 
PAR IGSCET URNS oe RA o Kahin ku eed eh daa chen naee bak bia ceed a ad oe ee $500.00 - 
Albert Wrederick LenGon oi..cc<d 1s sats ba cadeneagce aes us ned Ore ite ee ee ee $500 .00 
JOO Briot Mais oosc ei cnanncgandaadndsnagwnaagcanns career Oe eee Disallowed — 
Gilbert: GeorgeSawyerrists. : cries dcereaasegcgiegedaeree ues Cee ied eda cae Oe Disallowed 
MSrbert BraehAw wei vcsands fie meee eeecn reader ceases han £602 ed her Oe Disallowed 
AapoarA lan Kanescott..:sckconesds ned nn cagsareedearene sehen. Lace ee peer Disallowed 
Herbert Lillies) |, sabes sok aclnceedecesce semana aatzds ai areise eee OO eee Disallowed 
Carl Joh MeoCatthyins s5csc0 nnnge dae nbatne on Sh tinea ee ER AW hd (aaa ge Eh eee Disallowed 
Ehoenias Francis Moyers:. ssn: «cc cosevcacaanceceeseredi ns: MORN OA Sa Disallowed 
ddnmAl bert M olnd00. écassezecresagtncersdgagadsrsaadd erred een eee $800.00 
Stewart NSGhendObh miss: coon eccrsavorsdetaereddgunoeeasznne ad kerr ete ae Disallowed 
Reiert.Joln. O'Neill... cc iasecsgeres tegerse sadaedseeusensabers ght hee Disallowed 
Charles Taylorika. osodedaoeriacasdcess $444 bse neda2) exaunn cen eee Disallowed 
Pater Snes negnton).s.cccaeanccevcdeeerannensesess seasaessndne Chen eee $800.00 
Joslum Melwad hanks. lad tb dna peeleded nd) 10 meade nedg.ang eae ga ee eee $500 .00 
Sidnem MeakiBlecdcccce dd becca semenened loabieancatasdouseehatre 2oa8 Roe ee Disallowed 
Bd Ward (AVRO US nr enacacesoaered code cones ata rag Boe td ade ORD Me ee Disallowed 
Harold, Lawson. Tyackieit.c.carcoceoossscascssatceoreapaans ans ede tes eee Disallowed 
Witham Tohw Long acy coe ede rd eeoreves souks se badere dene aggeeea see eee $500.00 
nies Cri banal a laevis s.00 3s oa cancndrase ee taes paaKous edit de ck a eecaie 0 ae Mee Disallowed 
TERRAIN, VV Res cia a soe very od Paks NIT lat ow ANTON @ sek al ond acne Disallowed 
Midliace: Robert Downing 0. <0. cco cor dgans see bh enaenne gedaan? pan raden aes apie Disallowed 
POT SOTO. LISA I 6 5 rcesrics kloan Pa abalig oe WNW we enn doriena Atd dah a 2 ee Disallowed 
VernonAlbort Eeany y. <dnate eters ys dritente ao oes bora poem gan naan de ad Ae eee Disallowed 
WAU CI EI AY S. 5 cso ails See ke o-oo oe he ar Pda do bears Feit Rann Ho riaen ee Disallowed 
Artin (2 COV GEIOS Bete Richi. 0 aca herr bird Hoes oo oo AaIA ag 4 2099 Mae ee ae $500 .00 
William. MeClary Reilly.» o.cce co hewn cet covers onatanst otter nwa dine se a REMMI E anh Pee Disallowed 
Wirt: (GOOF SO SING OE slot ce. bee 6 oe oho on hap oe chon ken bin Ach crash oie aka ane ae at a er Disallowed 
Hazelton Clitiord More « «dio ico ciccrei cee 0s aera doe o re eon n Soot nah teed 2 a $500.00 
i Seri WE ME Be Gi sect ces cece cn nurse or avorcdy dahatonae cect op atavat'cl tn chan onan inaeueias AE AIR a ee Disallowed 
Beas ES ram aloe” «. 6 sp wivsvgnciiesensrasenss 6, s)avareconayhad on or ved xe ladle Drennan ago ee Disallowed 
PERG Cor Gon GoW“ oe: seer sressreres cic 00  oternsavararah smeveHererainst ued oh ie ob ay ohet d-otce oichenrs 5 RMN cleo ae Disallowed 
Wh Eat Rh Wea PAS oo oa et 05 anshannd.ce chan’ cred ahs <A woh onl ocnaniesn Or ovichshunion hoy uo ane aT $700.00 
Bisa tisels. 6 bert: Ga PEt Ote.s cicayrs 5 oh cot sens enctac chenaroncharator sgh sox honaven ol st db ckehanonnct alia. Uae Disallowed 
BeBe Oe Taare ET ees pcre asin os c+ shan vegan td) oven nv s¥atakePanehaicance avchoh aap sh aves eteNoriaoynschd) RRO Disallowed 
Mae tian y DEE Gar WUEUALOR .o & coat tage 5 or sccransvivanae ccna eter chslorntan a oncuevau ace ja ha ake pone Disallowed 
Reeth. Perce (aeRO LOB. use sorts xchat dann seshescharcesroesue recnninen nn gh om ,... fen.. Oe Dasallowed 
REE, OG Le rieiaisiiac chee ecn onesie pancednstar canyons bedhspsnon probes ssicseush caceon chuck ip ceavien svehsa aiapcbolshansh dv At aa nae on $1,000.00 
DPE TR ye nceoner disguigls vt mcnine deiecwssaibc bch Han sb onedhv te wameacy ap satinctesiek dnadd ng <b tbs reac au Disallowed 
Captains Darold Watson. Dia vis x iio c.cccescravcecncrencserceorersncderceeacest omeratonanas abaedeoh ccnp onanar sta Disallowed 
FGetyrn and Po binns EIIC KG yy osasscasc ds once coves overansrsioverarvonsyseoversuseateraneneidhenet ar o¥cbatensh SO is ane OTe $500.00 
COG los Serie an CQO Gta on as. tarcrarssarssensvocancecncniwiecta: svar sharshes shocencken aba lance aconsuncnsinae or sel Disallowed 
NMR TRNAS, NIONRE TN We Flo BN sass 1a Saicsc esse herds ane vesdadovavsncnaieobneyeaicakovaienah aka y¥ abellcney nthe) okeleeas cai anon $1,000.00 
PENN Ak EIN i Nc cd va Aus trcmnna Geneva deaashe wed anaceccrsvavibee abd tents odvah oxesicas op ouicer ene Tao id Disallowed 
EPIC TOCRSy GA IRCL OTD 52 Wve 5s ccna asses tse eatitcrabs boleh: tenco nots soiraianh tae orulemeioeedtoasn ook a ea Disallowed 
Mhonras Henderson Mitchel] oo... oso: socecarcsesc-cvencesvaneronesprovananesbvayeracavenecercnana LUMAR EOI aay Disallowed 
SRR ETI Ola ie cs cya soy acpusipbaitcraviers actor meossha he cabwhcne twa aetna aebiaersononee harsh oie $500 .00 
PO Sy De 12s eke hee a OTE ELEN CIE DEL MR MLADEN Davey. 8g Disallowed 
MP MRORYEAS TAGIINSON A 0 5: cio jaies sx <a rove ra vone rs va. incirestvora roenrevu cn cacenetasavence AOE Is Meals on Cec Rae Ae $700 .00 
EGR EDP RL ECG hse 3 ts rates nota tare wa bop ead ra te Gs tpvindeararta rahovodnen tdcanrennttay aE R aetna Disallowed 
SSeS) NV PL BATIE Ee OCLOG octets co ta sain evs va +0 10 eers'vovecsotend bn dare nes Gxberap dis baron ea mie decrees cine nen Disallowed 
PME Ges IGG ae ao ex sec pes cca Sars va cota ba to fo Vormgs puss sdrane tapevnnd vwna cerredarlensies vosedloe coentsel pas OR ee Disallowed 
BA wit Brscn 975 BE EU I a oo sis ve oe cage ve me ca ivnvn dam tn tp 1a tsghive ps vo vanes vorcntantcs we o OE Lt OE DR Disallowed 
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CASE 1362—LOUIS VICTOR LEFEBVRE 


The claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental number 
24849. He enlisted September 23, 1914, at the age of 26 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gunshot 
wound in the left leg and somewhat gassed. He was repatriated to England 
January 6, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension. He is unmarried. Prior to 
enlistment, he was working in his father’s office at a salary of $60 per month, and 
since his discharge has been employed as a bush clerk with different pulp and 
paper concerns at $80 per month and board, working about eight months per 
year. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of nervous 
trouble and indigestion (gastric ulcer) due to hard labour and insufficient food 
while held prisoner of war. 

This case, as its docket number will indicate, was filed before the previous 
Commissioner. It was not dealt with for the reason that claimant did not appear 
to substantiate his claim. He appeared before the present Commission at 
Montreal. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

After capture, claimant was taken to Roulers where he received some medical 
attention for his wounds. He was removed to Paderborn in Westphalia and 
thence to Uchtermon in Hanover. His complaint is that he was overworked and 
underfed, and that his health has been permanently \affected thereby. He does 
not complain of any particular acts of brutality whilst a prisoner and concludes 
his testimony with the statement that his present inability to earn a living 
results from his weakened state of health due to lack of proper food. 

The medical evidence is very scant, consisting merely of the certificate of 
Dr. J. A. Corcoran (since deceased) dated December 22, 1921. Without detailing 
‘claimant’s ailments, Dr. Corcoran attributes his condition as largely due to 
“ privation and starvation while a prisoner in Germany ”’. The medical history 
sheets bear the following notation ‘‘ man still feels some weakness following his 
period of internment in Germany. He is still slightly depressed; digestion is 
somewhat torpid but on return to more congenial conditions he shall be Al.” 

In this state of the record I am unable to reach the conclusion that claimant 
has suffered a disability due to maltreatment at the hands of the enemy. His 
troubles are nutritional in origin and must in my view be ascribed to general 
conditions prevailing in Germany. The case may, or may not, be one for con- 
sideration by the Board of Pension Commissioners. As far ag this Commission 
is concerned, the claim must be disallowed for lack of proof: 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 1645—JOHN W. R. MENEAR 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion,—Regimental No. 16925. 
He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 40 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the gas attack at St. Julien, unwounded but suffering from gas. 
He was released December 26, 1918, and repatriated to England, January 2, 
1919. He is in receipt of 30 per cent disability pension, based on neuritis and 
eczema, amounting to $22.50 per month. He is married and has a family. 
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Prior to enlistment, from the year 1906 to 1914, he was employed as a fireman on 
various steamships sailing from Vancouver, at a wage of $55 per month and 
board, and since his discharge he has been unable to do any steady work, due to 
luis disabilities, and his earnings have only averaged $12 per month. 

He alleges that while held prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreat- 
ment which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the nature 
of the work he was called upon to do, complains of beatings with rifle butts and 
whips, exposure, starvation and general abuse. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant is a veteran of the South African War. Taken to Giessen camp, he 
remained there two years. He was compelled during this entire period to do 
work of a most revolting character, in charge of the latrines, without relief or 
interruption. He was hit with rifle butts on several occasions for refusing to do 
this work, but was compelled to resume it. He does not appear to have sustained 
any injury from these blows, but complains that his eyesight has been indirectly 
affected. He does complain that the work he was compelled to do brought on 
eczema, from which he still suifers. Apart from a blow from a whip across the 
shoulders at a later camp, claimant has no other particular complaint of mal- 
treatment. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from eczema, neuritis 
and dermatitis, with some impairment to his sight and hearing. His percentage 
of disability is stated at 90%. Dr. D. W. Gray, Pension Medical Examiner, 
Vancouver, in a letter, attributes claimant’s eczema and neuritis to the conditions 
under which he lived and the treatment he received while held a prisoner. It 
is quite evident that claimant is now unable to work. 

I do not know that it is possible directly to attribute claimant’s present con- 
dition to his treatment whilst a prisoner. J do consider, however, that the delib- 
erate and forcible employment of claimant, without relief, upon so filthy and 
degrading labour may be classed as maltreatment, and that a part, at least, of 
his present disability may be traced to this origin. I would accordingly, recom- 
mend payment to claimant of $600.00 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 1677—ALEXANDER B. CLARKE 


The claimant was a Private in the 10th Battalion—Regimental No. 20452. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 22 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from multiple gunshot 
wounds in the shoulder and both legs. He was repatriated to England August 8, 
1916. He is in receipt of a 60 per cent disability pension, amounting to about 
$92 a month for himself and family, based on the amputation of his right leg and 
arthritis. He is married and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a clerk with the Dominion Government, and after his discharge he 
continued in the employ of the Government, until he was let out due to the 
break up in the Department of the Interior. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that while being detained 
as a prisoner in Germany for nine months, his wounded leg did not receive 
adequate treatment, with the result that blood poisoning set in and the leg was 
amputated without his consent in May, 1916. It was re-amputated on August 1, 
1916. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant confines his complaint to two grounds; first, that lack of proper 
medical attention in German hospitals caused infection to set in, with the result 
that his leg was amputated; and second, that the leg was amputated without his 
consent. He complains of no particular acts of brutality, but contends that had 
he received proper medical attention he would not have lost his leg. He declares 
that at Senne-lager, in hospital, blood poisoning set in, and that in opening the 
wound to drain it, the surgeon removed the leg below the knee without claimant’s 
knowledge. It is only necessary to quote from claimant’s statement upon repat- 
riation, to show that his treatment in hospital cannot be regarded as ‘“maltreat- 
ment”. He says “I had in all five operations (as the ankle was so badly dam- 
aged, I thought there was little chance of saving it, but evidently the doctors 
thought otherwise) and always under anaesthetic. However, as I contracted 
blood poisoning at Senne-lager, where I was sent later, it was found necessary 
to amputate the leg. I had never, in the circumstances, any reason for complaint 
as regards the treatment of the doctors and nurses, all nationalities, so far as 
one could see, being treated the same.” 

It is unnecessary to proceed further with the case. Claimant has not shown 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner in Germany—quite the reverse in fact. His 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commuassioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 


CASE 1697—WILLIAM F. RADENOCH 


The claimant was a Private in the 28th Battalion, Regimental No. 73761. 
He enlisted in October, 1914, at the age of 25 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 6, 1916, at Hooge. In his Declaration he states that when captured he 
was wounded, though the military records state that he was not. He was repatri- 
ated in England December 26, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. Since his 
return to Canada he has been more or less dependent upon his sister and 
brother-in-law. Such employment as he has been able to obtain has been inter- 
mittent, due to his health, and only averages from 3 to 4 months per annum, 
Prior to enlistment he was employed as a harness maker and took a course in 
vulcanizing after the war, for which his father paid, but was unable to carry on. 
He does not state his income prior to enlistment. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. His statement of claim and 
brief prepared by his solicitors is very complete and shows that he was beaten 
repeatedly, stabbed through the arm with a bayonet, courtmartialled, served 
solitary confinement and starved. Affidavits as to his condition are made by his 
sister and brother-in-law. His medical history files, upon discharge, shows no 
disability but indicate scars on the head and limbs. 

The record in this case is particularly voluminous and the facts brought to 
light are of a most distressing character. Claimant declares that he was wounded 
when captured, and after some hospitalization was taken to Stendal camp, where 
he remained for the duration of his captivity. The statement of fact, contained 
in claim as filed, has been substantially proven. Briefly, the abuse in this case, 
as stated by counsel for claimant, consists in being beaten with a rifle and 
stabbed with a bayonet. On the first occasion, in April, 1917, claimant was 
sent to work on a farm. Following an altercation with a German officer, appar- 
ently home on leave, he was struck and knocked down, clubbed over the head 
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and back with rifles. He was admitted to huspital, where he remained for 
several months. For an attempted escape, he received 14 days’ solitary con- 
finement. In the fall of 1917, claimant was sent to a sugar factory at Walmir- 
stedt, to work. He was apparently suspect by the guards because of the incident 
with the German officer. There is some confusion as to precisely what occurred 
at the sugar factory. At all events it is clear that claimant, in defending himself 
from an assault from a German sentry, closed with his assailant, who thereupon 
drew his bayonet and ran claimant through the arm. The main facts of this 
incident are borne out by copy and translation of German court martial which ~ 
indicates insubordination on the part of the claimant and reasonable chastise- 
ment by the German guard. It is beyond question that the means adopted by 
the German guard to chastise claimant and quell the so-called mutiny, went 
beyond all reasonable bounds. It was certainly unnecessary to wound claimant; 
he should and could have been arrested, if the facts are as stated in the record 
of the court martial. As a result of this experience, claimant was left in a 
deplorable condition. There is an abundance of evidence to this effect furnished 
by the affidavits of fellow prisoners, and even by a French prisoner who was 
present at the time, and underwent, with claimant, trial by the German Court 
Martial, above referred to. Claimant, with this French prisoner, was condemned 
to 60 days’ solitary confinement, which he served, under conditions which have 
been declared by witnesses to be beyond description. Claimant from this time 
forward was quite unable to work. He spent some weeks in hospital, and, when 
discharged, was in such a weakened condition that he could not attend to himself, 
but was looked after by his comrades as best they could. It is unnecessary to 
detail the various statements of witnesses who have spoken of the treatment 
accorded to claimant. It will be sufficient to say that, whatever may have been 
his attitude to his captors, he received punishment far in excess of his deserts. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from general nervous 
debility, headaches, insomnia, pain and numbness in left forearm; that he tires 
easily, and exhibits loss of mental acuity. His percentage of disability is stated 
(in certificate) at from 20 per cent to 30 per cent, but the detailed statements 
of the physicians who have filed statements would indicate it to be much higher. 
Dr. Pelle has furnished a very detailed summary of plaintiff’s condition and 
placed the disability at from 80 per cent to 90 per cent, the main trouble being 
traumatic neurasthenia. Claimant’s condition is becoming worse and there seems 
little hope of any improvement. He is dependent upon his relatives and has been 
unable to work or to hold any employment due to his nervous condition. These 
facts are clearly borne out by affidavits filed ‘of record by employers and other 
persons familiar with the efforts made by claimant to support himself. 

The record clearly establishes, In my opinion, that as a result of the 
treatment received by claimant his health has been seriously and permanently 
impaired. I have no hesitation whatever in finding that claimant was subjected 
to maltreatment at the hands of the enemy and is entitled to an award for the 
resultant disability. With the evidence made before this Commission it would 
seem to me that claimant should also submit his case to the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. The question of assessing the damage to claimant is difficult, 
but after very careful consideration, I consider, and it is my recommendation, 
that claimant receive a sum of $1,500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Ottawa, November 30, 1931. 
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CASE 1749—GEORGE ROYSTON 


The claimant was a Corporal in the Princess Patricia Canadian Light In- 
fantry, Regimental No. 51406. He enlisted November 17, 1914, at the age of 
39 years. He was taken prisoner May 8, 1915, near Ypres, suffering from gun- 
shot wounds in the head, right shoulder and right arm. He was released to 
Switzerland in June, 1918, and repatriated to England March 25, 1918. He is 
in receipt of an 80 per cent disability pension, amounting to about $75.00 per 
month, based on the loss of his left eye and disfigurement, neurasthenia, and gun- 
shot wound in the right arm. Prior to enlistment claimant was a metallurgist, 
and since his discharge has been under medical care and subsists entirely on his 

ension. 
: He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of his treatment, 
while wounded, in the German dressing stations and hospitals. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant’s mental condition is such that he was unable to appear in person 
before the Commission. He was represented by Dr. A. P. Proctor, Chief Medical 
Officer of the Department of Pensions and National Health, Vancouver, who 
presented a written statement prepared by claimant. Dr. Proctor was able to 
state from his knowledge of claimant, that such statement was substantially 
what the declarant would state, under oath, were he competent to testify. The 
claim is based upon cruel and harsh treatment in German hospitals, with intense 
fear induced by threats of what would be done to him, which has resulted in 
marked mental instability and confusion. While declaring that the chief surgeon 
who attended him was fair, claimant complains of his assistant who so terrified 
him by his threats and brutality, that he was in fear of his life. At the punish- 
ment camp, Grossenweidermoor, claimant being unable to do the punishment 
marches imposed upon prisoners was compelled to stand, which brought on great 
physical weakness. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from mental changes. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent. Dr. Proctor emphasizes 
the condition of mental instability of claimant and declares that he has every 
reason to believe the story of cruelty told by claimant. It is his opinion that 
claimant’s mental condition could well have resulted from the treatment received. 
In addition to this evidence, claimant’s medical history files are quite complete. 
I quote from report of Dr. D. A. Clark as follows:— 

In my opinion patient is suffering from a marked degree of Neurasthenia which is being 
maintained by his unstable emotions and his mental-preoccupation regarding his disabilities 
into which there is injected certain sexual complexes. He was a prisoner in Germany for 


near upon three years, and there were certain developments in connection with that which 
seem to have produced in him some disorder of his personality. 


In these circumstances I consider that claimant has made out a case of mal- 
treatment while a prisoner of war with consequent disability. Although in receipt 
of a pension for his condition, I do not regard claimant as compensated for the 
maltreatment to which he was subjected. He is quite incapable of carrying on 
his profession of metallurgist. Viewing the case as a whole, I would recommend 
payment to claimant of $1,500.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent 
‘per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M, McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner 


‘Ortrawa, December 1, 1931. 
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CASE 1752—ALFRED TODD 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion,—Regimental No. 16369. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, at Ypres, unwounded, but slightly gassed. He was repatriated to 
England on November 29, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, and, up to 
the date of the hearing of his claim, had not made application therefor. He was 
unmarried at the time of enlistment. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as an 
electro-plater, and is now employed as an upholsterer. There is no evidence as to 
his earnings in either occupation. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He alleges that he was struck in 
the stomach with a rifle butt, causing permanent injury, that he was threatened 
with shooting, was court-martialled without reason and given two years imprison- 
ment. He also claims the sum of $500.00 for loss of parcels of food, clothing, and 
tobacco, which he alleges were withheld from him by the enemy. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp and then sent to the Geisweid Iron 
Works, where, for refusing to work upon munitions, he was beaten and in parti- 
cular hit in the stomach with the butt of a rifle, as a result of which blow he 
complains of injury. He was placed in solitary confinement, released, taken back 
to Giessen and threatened with a firing squad for refusing to work. Confined for 
28 days, claimant with 5 others, was eventually court-martialled and sentenced to 
two years imprisonment, apparently for mutiny. He served 21 months of this 
term at Butsbach and the remainder at Cologne. Part of this term was spent in 
prison, with occasional periods in cells and part in barracks at Cologne. 

There is no medical certificate of record, nor did claimant bring forward 
any medical evidence at the hearing. He complains that he suffers from head- 
aches, nervousness, and a lump at the point in his stomach where he was hit. 
He considers this is a rupture. The medical report issued upon discharge refers 
only to “some fullness in the thyroid region but no symptoms of or observed.” 

My attention has been directed to the case of Frederick Whittaker (No. 
1363), who was a fellow prisoner with claimant, and who received an award from 
the previous Commissioner of $2,500. This serves as corroboration of claimant’s 
evidence, but does not establish any present disability in claimant resulting from 
maltreatment. I can only deal with the case as it has been submitted to me 
and I find that claimant has failed to discharge the burden of showing a 
present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The 
medical evidence is entirely inadequate. The claim for loss of food parcels, 
tobacco, etc., is not substantiated and is without merit, in any event. The 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 1758—ARTHUR H. HARLAND 


The claimant was a Private in the Third Battalion, Regimental number 
9681. He enlisted September 23, 1914, at the age of 38 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, suffering from gunshot wound in the left upper arm and 
lung, a bullet wound in the right forearm and gassed. He was repatriated to 
Holland March 24, 1918, and then to England in October, 1918. He is in 
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receipt of a disability pension of 65 per cent based on bronchitis and emphy- 
sema, arteriosclerosis, deformed foot, lumbago and lumbar arthritis. He 
receives about $65 per month as his pension. Married prior to the war, and 
was a moulder and carpenter. He received considerable medical treatment at 
Christie Street Hospital, was also employed in the Vetcraft shops. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— | 

The claimant is an old soldier, having served in the Ashanti campaign. 
He was 38 years of age when he enlisted in the 3rd Battalion. At the time 
of his capture he was seriously wounded in the arm and lung and had been 
gassed. He also declares that his foot was badly injured. He was first taken 
to Ohrdruf and, from his medical history files, would appear to have been 
at Doberitz for three months, thence to Dyrotz for a few weeks and then to 
Cottbus where he remained till July, 1917, when he was sent to Hesse. His 
own statement of his experiences as a prisoner are most confused. Apart 
from general statements of maltreatment, he seems unable or unwilling to 
state specifically what particular acts of brutality he was subjected to. He 
refers to an incident at Ohrdruf, when he was thrown to the ground from the 
stretcher upon which he was being carried and an attack by the civilian popu- 
lation with stones and sticks. Again he refers to long periods of punishment, 
standing to attention in the sun and complains generally of being hit and 
oa tg about. This punishment was apparently meted out for refusal to 
work. 

As above pointed out, claimant suffers from a number of disabilities and 
the medical certificates indicate that there is little chance of any improve- 
ment. He is in receipt of a pension of 65 per cent. His medical history files 
show that, upon examination, there is nothing abnormal in his condition con- 
sidering his age. At the time of the examination, January 11, 1918, claimant 
declared himself perfectly fit and had no complaints. 

I am inclined to think that claimant’s present condition is largely, if not 
wholly, due to service conditions, as to which, of course, this Commission has 
no jurisdiction. With great reluctance, I am compelled to find that claimant 
has not discharged the burden of showing that his maltreatment as a prisoner 
of war has resulted in any pecuniary damage to him. In these circumstances, 
the claim must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 1766—HORACE A. W. COLLOM 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Batalion, Regimental No. 16293. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 23 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gunshot wounds 
in the left shoulder and left hip, and from gas. He was released to Switzer- 
land in 1917, and was repatriated to England March 25, 1918. He is in receipt 
of a disability pension of about 30 per cent, amounting to $39 for himself, 
his wife and two children, based on chronic bronchitis, sinusitis and neuras- 
thenia. Neither the record nor the evidence appear to disclose what this 
man’s occupation or income was either prior to enlistment or after the war. 
His attestation paper shows that he was a “ traveller.” 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. The statement of claim is quite 
general as to the maltreatment suffered. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Taken to a dressing station claimant received some medical attention for 
his wounds—without an anaesthetic and was then sent on, through Cologne, to 
Ohrdruf and eventually to Cassel. He complains of being compelled to work at 
farm labour and, while so engaged, a farm house was destroyed by fire. He and 
other prisoners were blamed for the burning though 1t was impossible for them 
to have had anything to do with it. They were courtmartialled, and while the 
case was dismissed, were condemned to 28 days confinement. They were searched 
for tobacco and a sergeant-major struck the claimant in the face and the guards 
beat him with rifles and bayonets about the head until he was unconscious. His 
cell was cramped and he had to sleep on a plank. He contracted dropsy, was 
taken to the doctor and finally transferred to Switzerland. His complaint as to 
maltreatment is confined to the blow received from the sergeant-major, which 
he contends has left permanent injury. 

The medical record indicates that claimant is suffering from neurasthenia, 
nephritis and bronchitis. His percentage of disability is stated at from 25 per 
cent to 30 per cent. No medical evidence was adduced before the Commission 
but claimant’s overseas medical board report declares his condition as follows: 
“ Evidence of wounds in left shoulder and left thigh. Has had persistent albu- 
minuria. Is very nervous and debilitated, also has a slight cough, evidence of 
bronchitis. Heart and lungs normal”. : 

I cannot find in the evidence submitted such maltreatment, with resultant 
disability, as would entitle claimant to an award. I believe his case to be one 
purely for the consideration of.the Board of Pension Commissioners. The blow 
in the face from a German sergeant-major, to which he confines his complaint, 
has not, as far as I can see, resulted in any disability. The claim must, accord- 
ingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 1802—CHRISTOPHER MACDONALD 


The claimant served as a Private with the Imperial Forces—2nd Royal 
Scots—Regimental No. 11199. He first came to Canada to reside, August 29, 
1928, and has made no claim on account of maltreatment to the British authori- 
ties. The Department of National Defence of Canada has no file for this man, 
and there are no military records available with which to check his testimony. 
He is in receipt of an Imperial pension amounting to 8 shillings per week, for 
gunshot wounds in the back, and states that he was held prisoner for four years 
and was transferred to Switzerland May 30, 1916. He states that he is married 
and is now employed as groundsman with a golf course in Vancouver, salary 
not stated. Does not state what his previous trade was. 

He alleges that while held prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been 
forced, at the point of bayonets, to work in the stables at Senne-lager where a 
horse trampled on his foot causing great pain and resulting in his having a 
“hammer toe” on the right foot. . It still pains him in wet weather. He states 
that he asked for medical treatment but was laughed at, and was forced to 
return to work with a bandaged toe. Had it been properly cared for, he says 
there would have been no disability. 


MALTREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR 31 


Claimant was advised, at the hearing in Vancouver, that as an Imperial 
soldier, who first came to Canada in 1928, his claim was not eligible for con- 
sideration by this Commission. Upon further consideration, this view is now 
confirmed, for reasons expressed in my report. 

May I add: also that the record reveals that the injury of which claimant 
complains would appear to have resulted from an accident, and is not ascrib- 
able to maltreatment. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 1814—JAMES A. BAIRD 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier who came to Canada to reside in May, 
1929. He was with the First Royal Welsh Fusiliers and was wounded and taken 
prisoner, October 30, 1914. A German N.C.O. struck him with the butt of a 
rifle breaking his right shoulder. He was kicked into camp and upon complaint 
to the commandant, was struck down again by the guard. He received no treat- 
ment for his injury and is not in receipt of an Imperial pension. He is married 
and has three children. He appeared before me at Vancouver January 21, 
1931, and upon hearing from him of the date of his arrival in Canada, several 
years after the close of the war, I advised him that he could not be considered as a 
Canadian and that his only recourse would be to the British authorities. 

As pointed out above, I do not consider that this Commission has jurisdiction 
to entertain the claim. The date constitutive of jurisdiction, in civilian cases, 
has been fixed as January 10, 1920, date of the ratification of the Treaty of 
Versailles. I would propose to adopt the same principle in dealing with cases of 
alleged maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. Reserving to claimant all other 
recourses and without deciding the case upon its merits, I must, therefore, dis- 
allow the claim in so far as this Commission is concerned. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 1843—HOWARD MARSDEN BROWN 


The claimant was Acting-Bombardier in the First Division Trench Mortar— 
Regimental number 300714. He enlisted October 4th, 1915, at the age of 22 years. 
He was taken prisoner June 2nd, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to 
England November 29, 1918. He was at first in receipt of a 20 per cent 
disability pension which was discontinued on November 1, 1921, and received 
$125.00 in all. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was a salesman with 
Messrs. Gordon-McKay of Toronto, at a salary of $20 per week and since his 
discharge has been with the Canadian Oil Company for four years, and with the 
Canadian Floor Machine Company for the past three years, but does not state 
his salary. | 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of heavy labour, 
being made to stand to attention, beatings and denial of medical attention. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals,— 

After capture, claimant was taken to Dulmen camp where he remained for 
about two months. The only complaint here is that he received no medical 
attention for dysentery, from which he was suffering, and that he was made to 
work long hours and stand to attention after work without food, when unfit. He 
was removed to Oberhausen camp, where he complains of rough treatment, long 
hours of work and poor food. He developed blood poisoning and was finally 
operated upon without anaesthetic. On one occasion when going to the rescue 
of a fellow prisoner (Clubley—Case 1847) who was being beaten by guards, 
he also received a severe thrashing. While at work he fell and broke his arm and 
complains of brutal treatment by the guards and the physician who examined it. 
He was sent to Friedrichsfeld camp for treatment and was sent back to work 
within two weeks after the arm had been broken. Claimant attributes a 
bronchial condition to the failure of the German authorities to give him treatment 
for “ flu’, from which he suffered, with others, in the epidemic of 1918. He com- 
plains of being sent out to work before he had fully recovered. In statement 
made upon repatriation claimant does ‘not refer to any lack of medical attention 
at Dulmen camp. Referring to his experiences at Oberhausen, he speaks of 
breaking his arm and being sent to Friedrichsfeld hospital, where the treatment 
was brutal. He says that he was discharged in four weeks as fit for light work. 
No reference is made to his treatment for blood poisoning, nor does he make 
any mention of alleged lack of treatment for “ flu ”. 

The medical record upon which claimant relies is contained in his pension 
files, and indicates that he suffered from debility and bronchitis when discharged. 
He has lost weight, and complains of nervousness. 

Having regard to the general observations contained in the Opinion annexed 
to the present report, I find that claimant, while a prisoner of war, was subjected 
to maltreatment resulting in damage to him for which he is entitled to a pecuniary 
award. While in some respects incomplete, his statement upon repatriation is 
consistent with his testimony before the Commission. Viewing all the circum- 
stances, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $500.00, with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date 
of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 1844—GEORGE HENRY PEPPER 


The claimant was a Gunner in the Ist Canadian Trench Mortars, Regi- 
mental number 304389. He enlisted November 8, 1915, at the age of 19 years. 
He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, at Zellibee, unwounded. He was repat- 
riated to England November 29, 1918. He is not in receipt of a pension. He 
was married September, 1921, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
an apprentice at optical business, at a salary of $10.00 per week, and since his 
discharge was employed with Litho Print Limited, for three years, at a salary 
from $22.00 to $36.00 weekly, and with the Canadian Germicide Co., on a 
commission basis. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having to 
work immediately after inoculation and vaccination, being forced to carry large 
pails of refuse to a farm two miles distant and spread it on the farm in the 
blazing sun. Was beaten on the way. Worked 12 hours daily, and was then 
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forced to stand at attention for two hours.. Was struck over shoulders and body 
with a rifle by the sentry. Then worked in the boiler works at heavy work. Was 
beaten and was forced to work when suffering with flu and running a high 
temperature. Also beaten for trying to save a comrade from further suffering. 
He contracted nephritis due to exposure, living conditions and abuses, and has a 
heart condition which has impaired his earning power. 

‘An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Dulmen Camp. He was beaten by the guards for 
responding too slowly to the signal to arise and again for upsetting a cart into 
a ditch. Later at Oberhausen Camp while carrying a heavy bar of iron with 
another prisoner, through exhaustion, they allowed it to drop. He was severely 
beaten and his morale badly shaken. He complains of the fear in which he 
lived of being beaten, a fear which was frequently realized. Claimant suffered 
constantly from boils for which he received no medical attention. 

The medical record discloses that claimant suffers from nephritis and general 
debility. Dr. Jas. 8S. Simpson appeared before the Commission and testified 
that he had known and attended claimant before and after the war. He had 
been a strong and robust youth upon enlistment. His vitality is now seriously 
impaired, being anaemic and markedly depressed. His nervous condition is 
not likely to improve. 

There is no doubt that claimant has suffered some disability as a result of 
his experiences in Germany, and while it is doubtful whether this can be ascribed 
directly to maltreatment, I am inclined to think that his condition is partly, 
if not wholly, due to this treatment as a prisoner of war. Viewing all the 
circumstances of the case and having regard to the general observations con- 
tained in the Opinion annexed to the present Report, I consider that claimant 
has made out a case of disability resulting from maltreatment as a prisoner of 
war. I would, accordingly, reeommend a payment to him of the sum of $500, 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 


1920, to date of payment. 

; ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 

; Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 1845—WM. H. GLENFIELD 


The claimant was a gunner in the 34th Battery, Regimental number 304253. 
He enlisted August 19, 1915, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England November 29, 
1918. He is not in receipt of a pension. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed as a tile setter by the T. Eaton Company and the Vokes Hard- 
ware Company at a salary of from $12 to $15 per week, and since his discharge 
has been employed as post office clerk at a salary of $1,740 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been 
repeatedly beaten with the butts of rifles with resultant and permanent damage 
to his health. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Dulmen camp where he received a severe beating 
for sitting down while carrying pails from the barracks down to a farm where 
he was working. He complains that his back still troubles him as a result of 
this beating. He was sent to Oberhausen camp, where he worked 11 to 12 hours 
a day in the Babcock & Wilcox plant. He received two beatings here, on one 
occasion for failing to carry an iron girder which was too heavy for his strength. 
Later, just before the Armistice, he was again beaten for sitting down through 
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exhaustion and pains in the back while unloading iron castings. He was in bed 
for a week following this occurrence. His statements are corroborated by a 
fellow prisoner, G. H. Pepper, also a claimant (Case 1844), who was aeanes 
and received similar beatings. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neuritis in the left 
shoulder and arm. He also complains of neurasthenia, insomnia and weakness. 
Dr. W. G. McCormick appeared and gave testimony on behalf of claimant. 
He has known him since boyhood and speaks of a constant neuritis in his left 
arm, also a broncial condition and nervousness. Dr. McCormick finds claimant’s 
health impaired, and while he cannot definitely so state, attributes much of this 
to his experiences while a prisoner in Germany. 

Claimant is not in receipt of a pension. Having regard to the decision in 
the case of Pepper, above referred to, and the similarity of the treatment 
accorded both prisoners, I think it is fair to say that claimant has suffered 
some, if not all, the disability claimed, as a result of maltreatment as a prisoner 
of war. I would, accordingly, reeommend a payment to him of the sum of $500 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 


1920, to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1981. 


CASE 1846—GORDON DOUGLAS HUNTER 


The claimant was a Lieutenant in the 124th Battalion attached to the 
Royal Flying Corps. He enlisted November 18, 1915, at the age of 19 years. 
He was flying and crashed somewhere south of Valenciennes and was taken 
prisoner near Douai May 6, 1917, wounded in the left arm, bullet, and two 
bullet wounds in the back. The wound in the arm was a flesh wound. He was 
repatriated to England January 15, 1918. He received 70 per cent disability 
pension amounting to about $80 per month for the loss of his left arm. At the 
present time he receives a pension of $105.08 per month for self, wife and three 
children. Prior to enlistment he was a ledger-keeper with the Toronto General 
Trusts Corporation at a salary of $2,600 per annum, and since his discharge 
he was with the Toronto General Trusts Corporation for 12 years at a salary 
of $2,600 per annum and with Cadillac Motors at $200 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
attention during the first week of his imprisonment which resulted in the ampu- 
tation of his left arm. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant is one of the few officers who have come before the Commission. 
His complaint has to do with the first period of his captivity and is based upon 
the loss of an arm through lack of proper medical attention. When captured 
he was wounded in the left arm and back. He was given a field dressing imme- 
diately and taken to a hut or lean-to at the airdrome. He lay on straw until the 
following Friday morning (from Sunday) without any further medical attention. 
During this period he was closely interrogated by German officers in regard to 
the then new British triplanes, but refused to divulge any information. He 
tells an amazing story of being tortured to make him talk and even intimates 
that the famous German flying commander, Baron Manfred Von Richtofen, 

lent himself to such practices. In his own language, he says:— 
“Latterly, the last day or so, a couple of chaps lost their temper 

and grabbed my injured arm to force me to speak”. 
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A little later he continues: 


“Did Richtofen himself behave in this way to you?” 
“Yes, he was the most crude a 


Gangrene developed and when efforts were finally made to dress his wounds it 
was impossible to save the arm. It was amputated at Fechain hospital on May 
21, 1917. There is no complaint as to the treatment given him after reaching 
hospital, but claimant contends vigorously that had he received prompt medical 
attention he would not have lost his arm. As above pointed out, claimant is in 
receipt of a pension for the loss of his arm. There is no corroboration of his 
statement that the arm might have been saved, nor, of course, is there anything 
but his word to substantiate the charge of physical torture by German officers. 
In a very full statement made by claimant, upon repatriation, dated January 22, 
1918, he makes no reference to any torture by German officers, his complaint 
being confined to want of proper dressing to his wounded arm. This case aroused 
very widespread comment in the Press. The German Consul General interested 
himself in the matter and has forwarded to the Commission a report, under 
instructions of his Government, which I consider should be quoted in full. It 
reads: 

I beg to refer to the case number 1846 in the matter of Gordon D. Hunter. Upon 
instructions of my Government I have the honour to furnish you with the following informa- 
tion :— 

_ The competent German authorities have made inquiries, and it follows therefrom that 
Lieutenant Hunter was not shot down by Captain Baron Manfred von Richthofen on May 
6, 1917. The official records show the following facts:— 

_ Captain Manfred von Richthofen was on leave of absence from May 1 to May 15, 1917. 
His squadron was commanded by his brother Lieutenant Lothar von Richthofen, who was 
seriously wounded on May 138, 1917. On May 6, 1917 the squadron of Richthofen did not 
shoot down any plane. Lieutenant Lothar von Richthofen shot down, on the 7th, 10th and 
ith of May, three planes. The names of the surviving occupants of those planes are given, 
but Lieutenant Hunter is not included. I am also in possession of a list of all the planes 
which have been shot down during the month of May, 1917 by the squadron mentioned 
above. The name of Lieutenant Hunter is not to be found among the surviving occupants 
of those planes. 

You will see from this official evidence that the statement of ‘Lieutenant Hunter, that 
he had been shot down _and taken prisoner by the von Richthofen squadron and that he 
was, from Sunday until Friday, with that squadron, is not correct. Through establishment of 
these facts, the assertions of Lieutenant Hunter with regard to the Richthofen squadron are 
to be considered as untrue. 

The inquiries up to this date have shown that Hunter was wounded on May 6/7, 1917 
near Arras-Douai /Fechain and taken prisoner, and that on May 7 he was transferred to 
field hospital No. 255, which was taken over on May 15 by field hospital No. 505. The inqui- 
ries as to the unit by which Hunter was taken prisoner and as to the further treatment which 
he has received are not yet terminated. 


In this state of the record, I cannot find that claimant was subjected to 
maltreatment which has caused him permanent disability. It is quite possible 
that he would have lost his arm in any event, and for this disability, which was 
a service wound, he is in receipt of a pension. Even had claimant established 
the fact of physical torture to his wounded arm, which is not borne out by the 
German report above quoted, I do not consider that I would be justified in 
granting him an award. Any such decision would be a condemnation in vindic- 
tive damages, which is not, in my view, contemplated by the reparation provisions 
of the Treaty of Versailles. I am, therefore, compelled to disallow the claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 
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CASE 1847—ROBERT EDMUND CLUBLEY 


The claimant was a Lance-Corporal with the 4th C.M.R. Regimental num- 
ber 113138. He enlisted January 8, 1915 at the age of 20 years. He was taken 
prisoner June 2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England November 
29, 1918. He received a pension of 5 per cent disability amounting to $3.00 per 
month which was discontinued May 31, 1920. It was based on chest trouble. 
He was married December 15, 1919, and has three children. Prior to enlistment 
he was engaged in farming, income not stated, and since his discharge has engaged 
in trucking business for himself. Income not stated. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of repeated beatings 
at the hands of German sentries, with rifles, and blows in the face. He was 
kicked in the stomach leaving a permanent injury and was forced to work in 
coal mine for 6 months 11 or 12 hours per day. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

After capture claimant was taken to Dulmen camp, where he remained for 
two months. Apart from being made to stand to attention for several hours 
after the day’s work, in common with the whole camp, as a punishment for 
mocking a German General, there is no complaint of maltreatment. He was 
sent to Oberhausen, where he remained for the duration of the war, except during 
the time of an attempted escape. Conditions at this camp were very harsh and 
claimant, who was a particularly strong and well built man, seems, perhaps for 
that reason, to have been subjected to rough usage. He complains, as do the 
others, of excessive work, and undernourishment, to which he ascribes his 
impaired gastric condition. Claimant was struck by guards and was given 
solitary confinement on several occasions, seemingly for trying to defend him- 
self from the blows. On one occasion, while working upon a machine with a 
French prisoner, he attempted to assist this prisoner, who was being beaten by 
the guard. He himself then received a severe beating and was left in a semi- 
conscious condition. ‘This incident is corroborated by a fellow prisoner. A fight 
appears to have ensued and claimant was given 14 days solitary confinement, 
which he served under the most unsanitary and brutal conditions. Claimant 
attempted to escape, was recaptured and brought back to camp. This attempt 
earned him another very severe beating and an additional period of solitary 
confinement. When released from confinement he was sent to work in a “punish- 
ment coal mine’’, where for failing to do as much work as his guards required, 
he was struck with a hammer across the nose and still bears the scar. He was 
also struck on the chest and carries the scar of this blow. He speaks of prisoners 
seeking to avoid work by self inflicted injuries. 

In addition to the Medical Certificate of Dr. Mortimer Fleming, filed of 
record, Drs. Campbell and Fleming appeared before the Commission. Claimant 
is suffering from chronic bronchitis, asthma, bronchiectasis, gastro-enteritis and 
possibly an ulcerative condition of the stomach and duodenum, neurasthenia, 
rheumatism of shoulders, arms and fingers. There is also a right inguinal 
hernia. These conditions are declared to have resulted possibly from mal- 
treatment, exhaustion and emotional strain with long continued malnutrition. 

There appears to be no doubt that claimant’s health has suffered per- 
manent impairment, principally as to his bronchial condition, and this can be 
traced to the treatment he received as a prisoner. Viewing all the circum- 
stances I would recommend a payment to claimant of $800, with interest thereon, 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
| Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 
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CASE 1848—ALEXANDER MacAULEY 


The claimant was a Private in the 5th Canadian Mounted Rifles—Regi- 
mental number 405635. He enlisted June 24, 1915, at the age of 24 years. 
He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, slightly wounded. He was repatriated 
to England after the armistice, 1918. He is not in receipt of a pension. He was 
married April 28, 1920, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
engaged as a gardener at a wage of $16 per week, and since his discharge has 
been employed with the Parks Department of the City of Toronto, at a wage 
of $32 per week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of insufficient 
food, long hours, hard labour, physical abuse and unsanitary living conditions. 
He developed stomach disorder and nervous condition which has continued. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

After capture, claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, where he remained 
about two months. He was beaten for some minor infraction of rules, but 
sustained no permanent injury. He was removed to Oberhausen camp, where 
he appears to have remained for the duration of the war. At this camp con- 
ditions are declared to have been very harsh, and claimant came in for rough 
treatment and was made to work very long hours. <A perusal of claimant’s 
testimony creates the impression that much of his maltreatment resulted from 
his refusal, rightly or wrongly, to do the work assigned to him and a certain 
truculence of manner which provoked reprisals from his guards. His main 
grievance has to do with the excessive and heavy work he had to do when he 
was not fit. While working on boilers he collapsed, and when he refused to 
continue was beaten. An infected arm received brutal treatment from the 
surgeon, but no permanent disability resulted therefrom. He was made to 
stand at attention for long periods for refusing to work, and seemed to have 
been a man marked for punishment. His statements are, to a certain extent, 
corroborated by a fellow prisoner. 


The medical certificate of Dr. J. A. Tuck, filed of record, was supplemented 
by the testimony of the physician. Claimant suffers from gastritis and chronic 
bronchitis, with some nervous disturbance. Dr. Tuck could not attribute his 
present condition wholly to his internment as a prisoner, and did not feel like 
fixing the percentage of disability applicable to claimant. He says there is some 
eae disability which may have resulted from shock and nervous appre- 

ension. 


It is difficult in this case to trace the effect to the cause. Claimant did suffer 
maltreatment, but that it has resulted in permanent disability to him is not so 
clear. Having regard to the general observations contained in the Opinion 
annexed to the present report, I think claimant is entitled to the benefit of the 
doubt and I am inclined to find that he did suffer maltreatment involving damage 
to him, for which he is entitled to a pecuniary award. Viewing all the circum- 
stances, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $500, with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of 
payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 
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CASE 1849—FRANK LEWIS AUSTIN 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 113066. 
He enlisted April 26, 1915, at the age of 22 years. He was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, at Ypres, slightly gassed, with flesh wounds in the left leg, and was 
unable to walk. He was repatriated to England January 2, 1919. He is in 
receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension, which he states is based on bronchitis, — 
and receives $20 per month for wife and self. He had been married on Sep- 
tember 24, 1927. Prior to enlistment he was a printer with Harcourts Publish- 
ing Company at a salary of $18.50 per week, and since his discharge has held 
two positions at salaries of $26 per week and $33 per week respectively. Was 
out of work for one year. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He alleges that he was forced 
to do heavy work at digging ditches on practically no food, and suffered physical 
abuse because he could not turn out enough work. He was made to work in coal 
mines, was beaten, given solitary confinement and subjected to general abuse. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant has no complaint as to the medical treatment for his wounds in the 
two hospitals where he received attention. He is in receipt of a pension for 
bronchitis which he attributes to general conditions in the prison camps, particu- 
larly the salt mines where he spent one month. He was in Wittenberg, Quedlin- 
burg and Stendal camps. He was beaten for not doing all the work required 
of him and in the salt mines for not understanding the orders given him. None 
of the beatings received appear to have left any disability. He finished his 
captivity in a sugar factory where he got into a melee with a guard and was 
severely beaten for wresting a rifle out of the hands of a sentry who had levelled 
it at him. 

The medical record discloses that claimant’s disabilities are bronchitis and 
emphysema. No other medical evidence has been made. 

It is difficult to attribute claimant’s present condition to any particular acts 
of maltreatment by the enemy. That his chest condition constitutes a disability 
is clear since he is in receipt of a pension therefor. Having regard to the general 
observations contained in Opinion annexed to the present report, and particularly 
bearing in mind that claimant was made to work in the salt mines, I consider 
that I am justified in finding that a part, if not all, of his disability results from 
maltreatment as a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment 
to him of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 1853—WILLIAM HENRY EDWARDS 


The claimant was a sergeant in the 14th Battalion—Regimental number 
25668. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 17 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a bullet 
wound in the right eye, which necessitated removal. He was repatriated to 
England June 15, 1918, and is in receipt of a disability pension (60 per cent) 
and receives $83 per month based on the loss of the right eye, left varicocele, 
left inguinal hernia and bronchitis. He is married and has.three children. Prior 
to enlistment his occupation was that of machinist and since discharge he has 
been employed as a letter carrier with the Post Office Department at a salary 
of $85 per month. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that his eye was 
lost because of inadequate medical treatment; that he was beaten with rifle butt, 
placed in solitary confinement, kicked and subjected to harsh treatment generally. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was taken to Roulers in Belgium where he received medical atten- 
tion. He was then sent to Munster, where he arrived April 29, 1915. He has no 
complaint as to the general conditions in the hospital at this camp. In state- 
ment made upon repatriation he declares that his eye was not totally blind at 
this time but “ became worse and on May 10 I was operated on and my eye 
removed”. In his testimony before the Commission he would appear to infer 
that he did not expect them to remove the eye, but thought he was to be operated 
on for cataract. He declares that when he discovered that the eye had been 
removed he was “dumbfounded”. He details his experiences in Germany and 
describes the various camps to which he was attached. He received beatings for 
attempting to escape and minor breaches of discipline but his claim is made 
solely on the ground of improper medical attention to his eye. He contends that 
it was unnecessary to remove it and that the. sight could have been saved had 
he received proper attention. It is, of course, impossible for claimant to sub- 
stantiate this statement, and in the absence of proof that the operation he under- 
went was wholly unnecessary and was tantamount to deliberate intention to maim 
him, he cannot succeed on this head of claim. The medical record indicates that 
claimant suffers from loss of right eye, chronic bronchitis, rheumatism and 
nervous trouble. His percentage of disability is stated at 60 per cent. Dr. L. 
Ernest Belanger, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. 

Mere lack of judgment on the part of the attending physician, even if that 
fact were proved, would not entitle claimant to recover on the ground of mal- 
treatment. He is in receipt of full pension allowance for the loss of his eye. 
In these circumstances, I must find that claimant has failed to make out a case 
of disability resulting from maltreatment as a prisoner of war. His claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 1854_WILLIAM F. LICKERS (NOW WALTON FOSTER) 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27220. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 25 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, suffering from a slight shrapnel wound in the left leg. 
He was released to Holland June 13, 1918, and reached England October 4, 1918. 
He is in receipt of 100 per cent disability pension, based on general debility, 
which amounts to $119.50 per month for self, wife and child. He was married 
December 30, 1918. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as shipper and receiver 
for the Consolidated Rubber Company, at Saskatoon, Sask., at a salary of 
approximately $100 per month, and since his discharge he operates a fruit and 
vegetable farm at Grimsby, Ontario, with indifferent success, and declares that 
he is in financial straits. The claimant is a full-blooded member of the Mohawk 
Indian nation. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of inhuman 
treatment and severe beatings at the salt mines, that he was tied to posts as 
punishment and brutalized, made to work when unfit, until he collapsed. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

This is a particularly distressing case. The claimant, a full-blooded Mohawk 
Indian, upon enlistment was a strong powerful man. When captured, he had a 
minor flesh wound in the leg. He is now a physical wreck and in receipt of 
100 per cent pension. He appears to have aroused the special vindictiveness 
of his captors by reason of his nationality. This fact is borne out by various 
witnesses who were present when he was brutalized, all of whom testify that 
he was singled out and received harsher treatment than other prisoners. Claimant 
was first taken to Cottingen camp where he was beaten, knocked down and 
kicked. He was removed to Celle-lager. At this camp for some minor breach of 
discipline he was daily tied to a post for four days and while in this position 
was hit over the face and mouth. A declaration of loyalty evidently provoked 
this brutality. He was even severely beaten by an officer. Although injured,. 
he received no medical treatment and was then sent to the ill-famed Beienrode 
salt mines for two years. Here, he received frequent beatings while at work, 
and, even when in solitary confinement, was assaulted by his guards with a 
rubber hose for no apparent reason and left in an unconscious condition. He 
was compelled to work, when able to stand, for as much as 12 to 16 hours per 
day, in underground mines and was brutalized by the sentries by being kicked 
and struck with fragments of rock salt and the butts of rifles. One of these blows. 
on the head, while in a stooping position, injured the back of his neck, which has 
remained stiff ever since, and, as a result of these experiences, claimant has been 
wholly incapacitated. He walks with difficulty and can scarcely move his head 
from side to side. 

According to the medical testimony claimant suffers from chronic arthritis 
and myalgia, most marked in his right hip. Dr. J. H. McMillan, who appeared 
before the Commission, declares that there is no hope of any improvement and 
that he suffers great pain, which can only be relieved at times by the administra- 
tion of narcotics. From the history of the case as told by claimant, and dis- 
closed in his medical history files, it is proven that claimant’s present condition 
is the direct result of his treatment whilst a prisoner of war. The numerous 
witnesses who appeared in support of claimant’s case are unanimous in declaring 
that claimant was subjected to most deliberate and heartless cruelty, far in 
excess of that received by other prisoners. 

Claimant is in receipt of a full pension, but I do not consider that this 
payment precludes him from recourse before this Commission. It is not pre- 
tended that the pension award can compensate a man for the ruin of his life; it 
is merely furnished as a means of subsistence to the victim and his family. 
Viewing all the circumstances of the case, and having regard to the observations 
contained in the Opinion annexed to the present report, I consider that claimant 
is entitled to an award. I would, accordingly, recommend payment to him of 
the sum of $3,000.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 1856—LT.-COL. JOHN E. L. STREIGHT, M.C. 


The claimant was a Captain in the 8rd Battalion. He enlisted in August, 
1914, at the age of 34 years. He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second 
battle of Ypres, suffering from wounds in the chest and gas. He was released 
to Switzerland on November 28, 1917, and was repatriated to England, March 
24, 1918. He is in receipt of a disability pension, which amounts to $150.00: 
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per year, based on sinusitis, atrophic rhinitis and pleurisy. Prior to war service 
the claimant was engaged in the lumbering business and was making a net 
profit of from $5,000.00 to $12,000.00 per annum. Since discharge his best 
annual income has been $6,000.00, but had to give up business in 1921, and now 
has a small income. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been 
in different camps and that every means was taken to make life disagreeable. 
In attempting to escape to Holland he was captured, and, at the time of capture, 
- received a blow in the face, smashing his forehead, breaking his nose and frac- 
turing his jaw. He had to do four months solitary confinement as a reprisal 
for German U Boat prisoners in England. In his medical history sheet his 
disease is described as ozoena caused by infection plus unhygienic surroundings 
in prison camp in Germany. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant is one of the few officers to come before the Commission. With 
other prisoners he was marched to Roulers, in Belgium, where he entrained for 
Bischofswerda, in Saxony. He remained at this camp until March 20, 1917, 
when he was ordered transferred, with other prisoners to Crefeld in Westphalia. 
During the journey he jumped from the train and attempted to make his way 
to Holland. He had reached the frontier, but was captured in endeavouring to 
get through the barbed wire, was badly beaten, and clubbed with rifles into 
unconsciousness. Taken to Crefeld, he was placed in cells. He again attempted 
to escape by knocking down two guards, hoping to follow a truck through to 
Holland and was hit with the butt of a rifle in the face in the skirmish which 
ensued. There is some slight confusion between the statement made by claimant 
upon repatriation and the account of his recapture as given in his testimony, 
but the two stories are substantially identical. Claimant was kept in solitary 
confinement but was allowed to receive medical attention from an old civilian 
doctor who did his best for him. Later claimant was sent to Strohen camp, 
which was known as a reprisal camp. Here he was again confined, being 
regarded as a dangerous prisoner. Conditions were very severe, the command- 
ants seeming to take a particular delight in brutalizing British prisoners. 
Claimant does not, however, complain particularly of any personal maltreatment 
at this camp. He attributes an attack of pleurisy to the camp and unsanitary 
conditions prevailing in the cells at Crefeld. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from sinusitis, atrophic 
rhinitis and pleurisy, but later reports indicate marked improvement in these 
conditions. No medical evidence was adduced at the hearing, and such infor- 
eee as is available is taken from the medical history sheets on claimant’s 

e. 

It will be observed that the greater part of the brutal treatment received 
by claimant was directly due to his commendable attempts to escape, and his 
subsequent period of incarceration was undoubtedly made more difficult for him 
because of the very vigorous methods he adopted in attempting to escape. He was 
regarded as a prisoner who required to be closely confined and watched. From a 
careful consideration of the evidence and documents submitted, I have reached 
the conclusion that the maltreatment sustained by claimant is not such as will 
justify an award in his favour. The punishment meted out to him for his 
attempt to escape was severe, but a captor cannot be held to employ no violence 
in the recapture and subjection of a prisoner who attempts to escape. Claim- 
ant’s recourse is clearly before the Board of Pension Commissioners. J must, 
accordingly, disallow the claim. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


' Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 
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CASE 1866—MAJOR CLYDE R. SCOTT 


The claimant, at the time of capture, was a Lieutenant in the Second Bat- 
talion. He enlisted September 22, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at St. Julien, and was suffering from wounds in both 
hips, the left knee, and from shrapnel wound in the left eye at the time of 
capture. He was released to Switzerland December 12, 1916, and was repatri- 
ated to England September 8, 1917. He is in receipt of an 80 per cent disability 
pension amounting to $82.50 per month for himself and his wife, based on his . 
active service wounds. Prior to enlistment he was studying to qualify as an 
electrical engineer and since the close of the war has been with the Department 
2 National Defence of Canada, and is at present the Assistant Director of 

ecords. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of neglect of his 
wounds, amounting to maltreatment, and lack of competent medical attention, 
although such was available, for 27 days after being wounded, resulting in a 
permanent disability to the left knee which would not have developed had 
medical attention been afforded. Five days after he was wounded the knee was 
functioning normally but the long immobility produced by splinting the whole 
‘leg was the sole cause of its present stiffness. He claims also for personal losses 
caused by looting or theft of the German medical personnel of money and per- 
sonal property, not military. The money stolen did not comprise any part of his 
pay and allowances as a soldier, but consisted of private funds. He was, more- 
over, wrongfully and exorbitantly charged for hospital accommodation and 
necessities at Bruderhaus Hospital at Paderborn in Germany, and had to 
expend money for treatment in Switzerland. These charges amounted to $317. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant’s case has been very carefully prepared and presented. It is 
divided into three parts—Ist, disability resulting from inadequate and improper 
medical treatment; 2nd, loss of personal property through looting while claimant 
was in hospital, and 3rd, illegal charges for hospital accommodation whilst a 
prisoner and money expended for treatment. Under the first head, claimant 
confines his claim to the present condition of his knee, which has become anky- 
losed, with serious impairment of function. He makes no complaint as to the 
rough treatment he received while wounded in the first days after his capture, 
though the recital of his experiences, for which there is corroboration, forms a 
serious indictment of German methods and practices. The complaint as to the 
knee is that without reason it was kept in splints for fourteen months, when the 
wound was purely superficial and non-penetrating. It may be said that such 
treatment was necessary because of the hip injury for which claimant was being 
treated, which required that the entire leg be incased in a plaster cast. I have 
carefully considered this aspect of the case and have sought medical advice, 
independently of the evidence of Colonel McCoy, C.A.M.C., presently to be 
referred to, and have reached the conclusion that the treatment given claimant is 
clearly indefensible and is not such as may be ascribed to mere lack of judgment. 
_ Having regard to the minor wound to the knee, care should have been taken to 
prevent the very condition which was brought about by culpable carelessness 
and neglect. That claimant suffers a disability as a result of this treatment 
which he might not otherwise have sustained is, in my opinion, established by 
the evidence. 

Colonel McCoy examined the claimant in England upon his return from 
Germany in September, 1917, and found that “he was suffering from a com- 
pletely ankylosed left hip, caused by a gun shot wound, that his left knee was 
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partially ankylosed, although X-Ray showed it to be perfectly normal. In con- 
versation with Major Scott at this time,’he related his experiences to me, parti- 
cularly with regard to lack of treatment, and I recollect expressing the opinion 
that, had he received proper treatment at the time referred to, his left hip could 
have been set in a more normal position, also there was no apparent reason for the 
ankylosed condition of the left knee.” 


Colonel McCoy examined the claimant in Canada in December, 1930, and 
found that— 

There is no improvement in the left knee since my first examination in 1917, although 
proper treatment was continued, Major Scott informs me that his knee was in a plaster of 
paris bandage, for fourteen months without being flexed. If this is the case, in my opinion, it 
would appear to have been flagrantly neglected and the result has been to leave the knee 
permanently practically ankylosed, which condition, in view of the nature of tthe wound, 
should not have been present had it received proper medical attention. 

In his certificate, Colonel McCoy rates claimant’s disability in his own call- 
ing at 80 per cent and in the general labour market at 100 per cent. What pro- 
portion of such disability is to be ascribed to the knee condition, Dr. McCoy 
cannot, of course, say, but I am of opinion, that a part of the discomfort and 
disability from which claimant now suffers is due to the treatment described. 

As to claimant’s second head of claim—loss of personal property due to 
looting, I must follow the principle laid down in other cases, that in the absence 
of corroboration as to the property lost and its value, the claim is not made out. 
On the third ground of claim, charges for hospital accommodation and money 
expended for treatment I do not propose to make any specific finding, but in the 
general award to be made this circumstance will not be lost sight of. 

Viewing all the circumstances of the case and having regard to the medical 
evidence of record I am of opinion that claimant did suffer maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war within the meaning of the relevant sections of the Treaty of 
Versailles, which has resulted in permanent disability to him. I would recom- 
mend a payment to him of $2,000, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. | 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 5, 1931. 


CASE 1867—JOHN McAULEY 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R., Regimental Number 405579. 
He enlisted May 12, 1915, at the age of 24 years. He was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, suffering with a slight shrapnel wound. He was repatriated to England 
December 8, 1918. He is not in receipt of a pension. He was married Sept- 
ember 25, 1919, and has three children. Prior to enlistment he was employed 
with the Toronto Structural Steel Company, earning approximately $18.00 per 
week, and since his discharge has been a machine operator with Wm. Neilson, 
Toronto, at a wage of $30.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of physical 
abuse, and lack of medical treatment to a broken finger with resultant present 
disability, confinement and beatings. 

Analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Suffering from a slight shrapnel wound, claimant was taken to Mannheim. 
and then to Dulmen camp. His only complaint here is that he was subjected to 4 
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inoculations with resultant swelling and pain in the arm. He was made to work 
in the fields 11 to 12 hours a day with his arm in this condition. Food conditions 
were very bad. From Dulmen he was sent to Engers, upon construction work. 
He was beaten on several occasions for not doing all the work required of him, 
but does not attribute any disability to these beatings. For attempting to 
escape he received, with other prisoners, a severe mauling, being struck and 
knocked down with the flat of a sabre and kicked about the body and legs. Seven 
days solitary confinement was added to the punishment. He again attempted to 
escape the following year, was recaptured, and received another similar, though | 
not so violent, beating. He complains that on one occasion, through an accident, 
in handling rails he broke a finger and received such poor medical attention that 
his finger is permanently injured and so incapacitates him that he cannot close his 
hand. He speaks of a chronic condition of indigestion from which he suffers 
severely. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic indigestion 
and severed tendon middle finger right hand with inability to use distal joint. 
Dr. W. N. Eby who testified on behalf of claimant states it as his opinion that his 
digestive condition has probably resulted from his period of undernourishment. 
and over work. The tendon of the middle finger of the right hand was apparently 
cut through and not brought together. He states that had the finger been properly 

treated, there would probably have been no disability. 
The injury to the finger was an accident, and I cannot say, from the evidence 
before me, that it is established that he was not properly treated. It is in 
evidence that the finger was dressed by the camp authorities, but I do not con- 
sider that it can be said that error of judgment in the manner of treatment con- 
stitutes maltreatment. I do not find any deliberate intent to leave claimant with 
a disability which might have been absent had he been better attended. His 
remaining disability is nutritional in origin and is insufficient to entitle claimant 
to an award. Viewing all the circumstances, I am of opinion that the claim must 
be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 


CASE 1868—DONALD HARRY LAIRD 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th Canadian Mounted Rifles, Regimental 
Number 112079. He enlisted January 14, 1915, at the age of 21 years. He was 
taken prisoner June 2, 1916, severely wounded with shrapnel in the left leg 
and right hand. He was released to Switzerland in September, 1917, and reached 
England September 11, 1917. He is now in receipt of a 30 per cent disability 
pension, based on his wound, which amounts to $39.00 per month. He was 
married in 1920 and has two children. “Prior to enlisting he was engaged in 
farming and since his discharge from the army he has been endeavouring to 
follow the same occupation. He does not state his income. . 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of neglect of his 
wounds, with consequent infection, inadequate attention in hospital, rough 
handling, confinement to dungeon for no reason, with resulting impairment to 
his health. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

When captured claimant was seriously wounded with shrapnel in the left leg 
and right arm. He received a field dressing from our own stretcher bearer and 
lay on the field about 6 hours before being picked up. He was taken to Menin 
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Hospital but received no medical attention. He was removed by ambulance to 
Iseghen Hospital, in Belgium, where he lay for six days without his wounds 
being attended to. The wounds became infected and finally an operation was 
performed, under partial anaesthetic. He remained at Iseghen about 10 days 
when he was taken by train to Ulich. His wounds were still bleeding and no 
adequate accommodation was furnished en route. He then complains of roughness 
in the treatment given him, but was not subjected to any brutality or thrashings. 
After two weeks in bed and two weeks convalescence, claimant was sent to 
Stendal camp, walking on crutches and supplied only with wooden shoes. He was 
in close confinement for 6 weeks and is unable to state for what reason. Event- 
ually he was transferred to Switzerland as medically unfit. It will be seen that 
the maltreatment complained of is entirely confined to lack of proper medical 
treatment whilst a prisoner. 

The nature and extent of claimant’s injuries are clearly shown in his medi- 
cal record, and he is in receipt of a pension for the disability he suffers. I do not 
consider that claimant has established a case of deliberate maltreatment by 
the enemy. That his treatment was delayed may have been due to stress of 
work at the time, and claimant has not demonstrated that had he received earlier 
and better medical attention his disability would have been less great. In these 
circumstances, I am of opinion that the claim must fail. It is, accordingly, dis- 
allowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commassioner. 
“Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 1869—LESLIE PERKINS 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th Canadian Mounted Rifles, Regimental 
‘number 109542. He enlisted in November, 1914, at the age of 19 years. He 
was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, and from his military records was shell-shocked 
-at the time, although according to claimant, he only received slight shrapnel 
wounds. He was repatriated to England in December, 1918. He is not in receipt 
of a pension. He was married in November, 1921, and has three children. Prior 
‘to enlistment, he was at school and working with his father. He is now work- 
ing as an order clerk with the White Fish Company, at a salary of $30 a week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being oper- 
ated upon without an anaesthetic and having to work in a boiler factory whilst 
his hand was still wounded, solitary confinement, beatings, etc. He is now suffer- 
ing from loss of hearing as the result of working in a boiler factory. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant declares that he was slightly wounded in the hand and legs 
when captured. His medical history sheet indicates that he had been shell- 
shocked also, but claimant denies that such was the case. He was taken to 
Dulmen camp. He complains generally of maltreatment here and lack of 
medical attention; also being compelled to work in a stone quarry when his 
wounded hand was still troubling him. He alleges that he was operated upon 
and the shrapnel removed from his hand without anaesthetic. As a result of 
this treatment, he still suffers disablement in this hand. Before his wound 
had completely healed he was sent to work in a boiler factory. He complains 
that he was not furnished with proper ear stops to protect his ears from the 
vibration and noise of this work and that, in consequence, his hearing has been 
permanently impaired. This is the main grievance advanced by claimant. 
As far as can be made out this occurred at Aplerbeck near Dortman in 1917. 
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He declares categorically that up till this time he had not suffered with his 
ears. The prisoners went on strike because of food conditions, as a punishment 
for which he was placed in a cellar, standing in water for 12 hours, which con- 
tinued for six days till the prisoners went back to work. He declares his hand 
was well at this time. A further strike took place and claimant got into an 
altercation with an officer, who fell over a bench during the dispute. For this 
claimant was badly beaten and left practically unconscious, and was thrown 
into a small cupboard where he was confined from 2 p.m. until 4 a.m. of the 
following morning. He was removed to Munster camp, and, evidently as a result 
of his trouble with the officer, was accused of mutiny and tried by Court 
Martial. His account of the occurrence is very confused, but he declares that 
he was told he was to be shot at Cologne on December 10, 1918. This was 
in August or September. I have the greatest difficulty in crediting this story 
and claimant has been unable to bring forward any corroboration. 

Although the medical certificate given by Dr. J. J. Matheson speaks only 
of impaired hearing as constituting claimant’s disability, claimant himself 
complains of his nerves and stomach. Dr. Matheson, who appeared before 
the Commission, speaks of the impaired hearing, also a nervous irritability. 
He declares that claimant complained in 1919 of noises in his head. He thinks 
this might have been caused from working in a boiler factory but agrees that 
shell-shock may account for the trouble. 

In view of the medical record, I do not consider that claimant has made 
out a case of impaired hearing due to maltreatment. This condition may have 
resulted from shell-shock; it may also have been aggravated by the work 
claimant was called upon to do. It would require much more specific and con- 
vincing evidence than that given by claimant to satisfy me that he was the 
victim of maltreatment which has resulted in measurable disability. The 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 


CASE 1870—ARTHUR JOHN SLOANE 


The claimant was a Corporal in the Third Battalion—Regimental number 
9832. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from shell con- 
cussion, superficial wounds in the head and leg. He was repatriated to England 
in January, 1919. He is single and in receipt of a pension of $22.50 per month, 
for injury to hearing and sight. Prior to enlistment, he was a clerk with Keen’s 
Manufacturing Company at a salary of $14 per week, and since his discharge 
he has been steadily employed with different concerns, his salary ranging from 
$30 to $385 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being placed 
in a hut on the moors, stripped of most of his clothing and left there for five 
days without food as punishment for giving evidence in connection with the 
death of a prisoner,—also with being beaten with a bayonet until in a state of 
collapse, and being forced to work in a condition of weakness and exhaustion. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

When captured, claimant was suffering from wounds in the neck, right’ side, 
side and right side of forehead. He was also suffering from concussion, which 
caused injury to his eye and ear, in respect of which disabilities he is in receipt 
of a pension. He was first taken to Giessen camp where he requested medical 
attention for his eyes and ears, from which he was suffering greatly. He received 
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no treatment whatever and complains that this omission has greatly aggravated 
his condition. He was also beaten over the head with a pitch fork by a farmer, 
for whom he was working, and his injuries thereby further intensified. He was 
sent to Saltau, thence to Lichtenherst, thence to Langemoor, where he received 
the usual rough treatment. At the latter camp for giving evidence against a 
sergeant, at a court martial into the death from bayonetting of a British prisoner, 
he was privately removed to a hut out on the moors in March weather, badly 
beaten and left there for five days in the cold without proper clothing or food. 
He also received punishment for attempting to escape and alleges that he was 
“tied up by the thumbs for two hours a day.” This went cn for two weeks. 
His complaint, however, is confined to the injury to his eyes and ears through 
lack of medical treatment after capture. 

The medical record indicates conclusively that claimant’s disability from 
this latter source is permanent. The percentage under his pension award amounts 
to 30 per cent. Dr. Herbert R. Holmes, who appeared before the Commission, 
places the percentage of disability at 75 per cent in the general labour market 
and 50 per cent in claimant’s calling. He attributes the origin of both troubles 
to concussion which, from the history of the case, arose at or previous to capture. 
He does say that had claimant received treatment immediately after the injury 
his condition “‘ might not have been as bad.” Apparently the concussion referred 
to preceded claimant’s capture by some few days, and he received no treatment 
therefor within our own lines. 

In these circumstances, I have reached the conclusion that claimant has 
failed to discharge the burden of showing that the disabilities from which he 
suffers have resulted from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The medical 
_ evidence does not sustain a finding that claimant’s impaired vision became 
aggravated through lack of medical attention. His case has been dealt with by 
the Board of Pension Commissioners, and I do not consider that he is entitled 
to an award from this Commission. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 1871—GEORGE FRASER McALISTER 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27510. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 27 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but slightly 
gassed. He was repatriated to England October 18, 1918. He is not in receipt 
of pension. He was married in February, 1919, and has two children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed with the Canadian Northern Transfer Company 
of Toronto, at a salary of $75 per month, and since his discharge he worked one 
month with his former employers at $95 per month, but was unable to carry 
on and had to leave. Since then he has been head messenger with the National 
Trust Company, at a salary of $2,000 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been 
struck on the head with a rifle, struck with a club on the right wrist, kicked 
and badly beaten, causing internal trouble; suffered from lack of food due to 
parcels being withheld as a punishment; placed in solitary confinement for assist- 
ing others to escape. As a result of the above injuries the claimant asserts that 
his earning power has been seriously impaired. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

For refusing to give information desired by his captors the claimant was 
hit on the head and attributes a present impairment of vision to this incident. 
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With others, he also received a severe beating at this time, apparently for 
declaring he was “Scottish” when it was ascertained he was with the Cana- 
dians. He was taken to Gottingen camp, thence to Munster, but has no com- 
plaint as to his treatment at either of these camps. Transferred to Crefeld 
camp, he was employed as orderly to some British officers. As a punishment 
for his activities in assisting to build a tunnel for the escape of prisoners, 
claimant was sent to Celle-lager No. 2, where he served 14 days in solitary 
confinement on bread and water. He escaped from a farm, at which he had 
been sent to work, and got an additional 14 days on recapture. Apart from the 
usual rough treatment, which does not appear to have affected him seriously, 
claimant has no complaints. After a short time at Cutersloh camp, he returned 
to Crefeld camp. He was beaten here, with others, as being implicated in an 
attempted escape by officers. Schwarmstedt camp, as a punishment was claim- 
unt’s next experience. He describes this as “hell on earth.” He was badly 
beaten here, evidently having acquired an unenviable reputation from his con- 
nection with several attempts to escape by officers. Claimant is particularly 
bitter in regard to the officer in charge, one Niemeyer, who went out of his way 
to brutalize prisoners at Holzminden. Claimant assisted in a very daring 
escape of officers which was successful. During a beating he received here, in 
attempting to protect his head, he was heavily struck on the wrist. For his 
exploits on this occasion he received the D.C.M., and several letters have been 
filed from his commanding officer, Lt.-Col. Osborn, and other officers, testify- 
ing to the high qualities of courage and devotion displayed by claimant. It is 
only fair to mention that following the hearings in Toronto, quite unsolicited, 
a letter was received from an officer who was present at the time. He discounts 
the story told by claimant, as it appeared in the Press, and hints that claimant 
was not telling the truth. In the face of the testimony of his own commanding ° 
officer, and other officers, I am convinced that claimant told a straightforward 
story of the part he played in the incident in question. I was impressed with 
the claimant himself and the manner in which his testimony was given. I 
should think also that the award of the D.C.M. bears testimony to claimant’s 
meritorious service and entitles his statement to favourable consideration. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has lost two-thirds sight of 
right eye, partial (about 4) loss power right hand, stomach trouble. Dr. E. B. 
Clouse, who testified on behalf of claimant, does not consider the stomach 
trouble of traumatic origin, but is probablv the result of nervous strain. The 
impairment of vision is established, and in Dr. Clouse’s opinion could very 
well have resulted from the blow on the head spoken of by claimant. Even 
upon claimant’s admission of some pre-war weakness in the right eye, I feel 
that the evidence justifies the finding that this condition became aggravated as 
the result of the blow on the head referred to. The weakness in the right wrist 
is also ascribed to a blow and diminishes almost completely complainant’s 
working ability for manual labour. Claimant is fortunate in his present situ- 
ation as chief messenger for the National Trust Company, a position which he 
seems capable of holding to the entire satisfaction of his employers. 

Viewing all the circumstances of this case I have reached the conclusion 
that claimant was the victim of maltreatment while a prisoner which has 
resulted in disability to him, chiefly as to his vision and his right arm. ‘Quite 
apart from any consideration which his case may receive at the hands of the 
Board of Pension Commissioners, I am of opinion that he is entitled to an 
award for maltreatment as a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recom- 
mend a payment to claimant of the sum of $1,000.00, with interest thereon, at 
the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 
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CASE 1872—GEORGE BARTON 


The claimant was a Private in the 38rd Battalion,—Regimental Number 
9872. He enlisted September 22, 1914, at the age of 35 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, unwounded but slightly gassed. He was repatriated to 
England December 31, 1918. He is in receipt of disability pension, based upon 
bronchitis, amounting to $11.25 per month. He is unmarried. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was a miner, ship’s stoker and steel worker and his last salary prior 
to enlistment was $10.00 per week, and since his discharge he has been unable 
to get steady work. At first he was employed as elevator man at $20 per week, 
but, at the time of the hearing, he was peddling eggs and some weeks he earned 
as much as $7.00. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings 
from guards while working in quarries and had breast-bone and ribs fractured, 
injury to his left wrist and one finger on the left hand stiff. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp, where for refusing to work in a nickel 
mine, with other prisoners, he was beaten. There is evidence that claimant was 
suffering from trench feet before capture. He was made to stand to attention 
for long periods but has no particular complaint as to Giessen camp. Under 
court martial, he was placed in cells for a month and beaten by the sergeant in 
charge. In 1917 he was sent to the stone quarries at Rubiland and was badly 
beaten for failing to do as much and as heavy work as required. An attempt 
to escape, earned claimant a very serious beating. He and a fellow prisoner 
were set upon by a number of guards with sticks, butts of rifles and rubber 
hose. His left arm was injured and he also complains that his chest was frac- 
tured or buckled by a blow, which rendered him unconscious. Claimant is in 
- receipt of pension for his bronchial condition, and is quite frank in declaring that 
he does not know whether this condition resulted from his service or his treatment 
as a prisoner. A statement made upon repatriation corresponds closely to the 
story told by claimant before the Commission. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neuritis, lumbago, 
sciatica, chronic bronchitis, haemorrhoids, varicose veins and chronic gastritis. 
With the exception of the bronchial condition, the Pension authorities found that 
the remaining disabilities were of a post war nature. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, 
who testified before the Commission, spoke of the chest condition and declared 
that there was every indication of a heavy blow which had caused permanent 
disability. There is a distortion of the whole of the chest wall. His percentage 
of disability is declared by Dr. Fleming to be about 30 per cent. 


In these circumstances I consider that claimant has made out a case of 
present disability attributable to his treatment as a prisoner of war. His story 
was told with great frankness and I see no reason to doubt its accuracy. The 
punishment meted out to him for his attempted escape went beyond reasonable 
bounds and caused him permanent injury. Having regard to the general observa- 
tions contained in Opinion annexed to the present report, I would, accordingly, 
recommend a payment to claimant of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 
five per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
OrTrawa, December 2, 1931. 
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CASE 1873—FREDERICK WEBB ROADHOUSE 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R..—Regimental No. 109569. 
He enlisted April 7, 1915, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, during the battle of Mount Sorrel. He was neither wounded nor gassed 
during this engagement, but had a shrapnel wound in the leg, apparently from 
some previous engagement. He was repatriated to England December 18, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of pension. He was married at the time of enlistment and 
has one child. Prior to enlistment he was employed as a sheet-metal worker at 
a wage of $17.60 per week, and since his discharge has had various occupations, 
chiefly painting, at which he earns $5 per day when working, but it is not 
steady, and averages about $20 per week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had 
to work in the coal mines for about two years and suffered physical abuse. Made 
four attempts to escape, and was so severely beaten after the last attempt he 
was sent to the hospital for six weeks. Had to stand at attention from 17 to 18 
hours daily without food or water; was thrown in a dark cell for 28 days at a 
time, four separate times, and suffered beatings with a hose, rifle butts and 
bayonets. His ear is scarred as a result of being struck with a bayonet. He 
suffers from a heart condition as a result of his treatment and cannot follow his 
trade at sheet-metal roof work as he cannot ascend ladders. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant does not give in detail the prison camps to which he was sent. 
He appears to have made commendable but unsuccessful efforts to escape on four 
occasions and received severe thrashings upon recapture. From his military 
record sheets, it would appear that these attempts were made from “Kommando 
47,” Westphalian coal mines. On his third attempt he was treated with parti- 
cular violence and became unconscious from the blows received, his ear was 
almost torn from his head, and he was in hospital for six weeks as a result. He 
suffered greatly also with his knee which had been injured on the same occasion. 
Four times he received solitary confinement of 28 days each. His statement as 
to the beating received upon his third attempt to escape is corroborated by a 
fellow prisoner, G. F. Gregory, who accompanied claimant on the occasion in 
question. Claimant complains generally of his condition, weakness and impair- 
ment to his health. 


There is no medical evidence of record—not even the usual certificate certi- 
fying to claimant’s condition and percentage of disability. The only reference 
to his condition is contained in his military discharge record which declares that 
the last medical board from the C.E.F. finds “all systems normal”. 


Were it not for the fact that claimant spent two years in the coal mines, 
where the conditions were notoriously harsh and brutal, I would be unable to 
reach a finding in his favour, because of the absence of medical evidence 
establishing disability. In the circumstance, however, I am resolving the doubt 
in claimant’s favour and I would recommend a payment to him of $700.00 with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to 
date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 
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CASE 1874—ERNEST WILLIAM HOPKINS 


The claimant was a Private in thé 15th Battalion—Regimental Number 
27487. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 22 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, unwounded. He is not in receipt of a pension. He had 
been married in 1921 and has three children. Prior to enlistment he was employed 
as a clerk in a shoe store at $12.00 per week, and since his discharge from the 
Army he has been with the Miner Rubber Company as a salesman at a salary of 
$2,000.00 per year. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having to work 
in the salt mines for three years and eight months from 12 to 16 hours per day, and 
having been beaten with rifles and wire bound hose and kicked and placed in soli- 
tary confinement, all of which resulted in ill health and impaired earning power. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp, where he remained for about 
two months. He complains generally of rough treatment, but does not attribute 
any disability to the beatings he received. He was then sent to the salt mines, 
attached to Saltau camp. It is abundently clear that prisoners received particu- 
larly harsh and brutal treatment in the salt mines (See Case 1875). The worst 
charges of maltreatment come from men who were there interned. The living 
conditions are declared to have been atrocious, the working hours prolonged 
beyond all reason and the food rations:of the very worst. Men were beaten 
because of inability to work from undernourishment, and the treatment meted 
out in the mines, below ground, has been described as inhuman. In common with 
other prisoners, claimant was subjected to this treatment, in varying degrees of 
intensity, during the entire time of his imprisonment—three years and eight 
months. His worst case of maltreatment arose out of inability to work through 
weakness. He was struck on the head with a rock thrown at him by the German 
guard, and his hearing has since been permanently impaired. Other incidents 
of beatings are related by claimant, but the blow above referred to is the 
outstanding act of which he complains. He complains of gastric trouble, that 
he is unable to eat meat, which condition he attributes to the poor food conditions 
prevailing in the camp. His nervous condition is also the subject of complaint 
and frequently causes him to lose time in his employment. Claimant is fortunate 
in having found a sympathetic employer, by whom allowance is made for his 
condition and he loses no remuneration by reason of his absences through illness. 

The medical certificate discloses that claimant suffers from bronchitis, 
rheumatism of left arm, neurasthenia and symptoms of a beginning of 
exopthalmic goitre. His percentage of disability in the general labour market is 
declared to be 50 per cent. The decrease in hearing in the left ear is also said 
to amount to 50 per cent. This documentary evidence is confirmed by the 
testimony of Dr. W. O. Simpson, who appeared before the Commission, and who 
declares, from the history of the case given him, that in his opinion the disability 
could result from the experiences related. 

In this state of the record, I find, having regard to the general observations 
contained in the Opinion annexed to the present report, particularly as to 
conditions in the salt mines, that claimant, while a prisoner of war, was subjected 
to maltreatment resulting in permanent damage to him, for which he is entitled 
to a pecuniary award. | : 

Viewing all the circumstances, I would recommend a payment to claimant 
of $1,000.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Ortawa, December 7, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 1875—ERNEST OSBORNE CALLIGHEN 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion, Regimental Number 
27453. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was 
repatriated to England on December 24, 1918. He was in receipt of a pension 
of 15 per cent amounting to $12.00 per month for about a period of 5 months— 
now discontinued. He was married on April 6, 1921, and had three children at 
the time of the hearing with another expected. Prior to enlistment, he was 
with the T. Eaton Company, of Toronto, as an accountant, earning $16.00 per 
week and since his discharge has held various positions, at salaries ranging from 
$25.00 per week to $200.00 per week, and at present is with the Cities Service 
Oil Company, at $90.00 per month. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been 
forced to work in the salt mines, of being beaten with rifle butts and wire bound 
hose, kicked and generally abused. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


This claimant furnishes a comprehensive and vivid picture of camp life 
at Beienrode salt mines. It is a poignant story of savage cruelty and almost 
inhuman brutality practiced upon the unfortunate prisoners who spent a part 
or the whole of their captivity in this camp. The picture might seem over- 
drawn—so incredible are many of the incidents recounted—but evidence is not 
lacking to substantiate the story told, not only by other claimants who under- 
went the same treatment, but also by the official report of Lord Younger upon 
“Employment in Coal and Salt Mines of the British Prisoners of War in 
Germany,” presented to Parliament in November, 1918. (See Opinion annexed 
to the present report) That many men were able to withstand the treatment 
meted out,—many did not—and come out alive is amazing and a wonderful 
vindication of the physical strength and moral fortitude of those who did sur- 
vive. 

The present claimant was one of those who emerged from this punishment 
camp with little to show for his period of incarceration. Apart from the loss 
of part of a finger, accidentally injured, and which was removed without 
anaesthetic, he presents a healthy and fairly robust appearance. After capture, 
suffering from dysentery, he was taken to Gottingen camp, where no attention 
was paid to his malady. He was put to work in a stone quarry and was beaten 
for being unable to do the work called for. In hospital for a week, he was 
returned to work but was soon transferred to Celle-lager, thence to Beienrode 
salt mines (parent camp Hameln). Put to work underground, half clad and 
undernourished, for as much as 12 hours a day, claimant, with others, developed 
salt sores or abscesses, which on occasions were treated by being lanced and 
filled with iodine. The treatment then consisted of being driven back to work 
in the mines at once. Below ground, claimant received beatings with bayonets 
or hammers for not doing enough work. It should be borne in mind that the 
prisoners were let out to civilian contractors with guards supposedly furnished 
by the German authorities. Evidently these guards were bribed by the contractor 
to force as much work out of the unfortunate prisoners as was possible. It 
was a profitable venture for the contractor. It is hardly necessary to detail 
the beatings and abuse which was heaped upon the claimant. It is almost 
sufficient to entitle him to an award that he establish that he was in the salt 
mines. This fact he has clearly proven. He spent 3 years and 8 months at 
Beienrode. 
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The medical record indicates that claimant has lost the terminal portion 
of the middle finger of the right hand, suffers from a marked nervous condition 
which reacts upon his general health. His percentage of disability is stated at 
35 per cent. While claimant does not present the appearance of great nervous- 
ness or impaired health, his family physican, Dr. W. O. Simpson, who has known 
him from boyhood, describes him as being a nervous wreck upon his return 
from overseas, with twitching hands and spasms of the arms and face. He has 
no difficulty in attributing this condition to claimant’s experiences as a prisoner 
of war. Questioned as to the possibility that this condition might have resulted 
from service conditions, Dr. Simpson points out that claimant had only been 
about four months at the front when captured and was in perfect physical 
condition upon enlistment, so that the inference is almost irresistible that his 
experiences as a prisoner are the direct cause of his condition. 

With this opinion I agree, and, having regard to the fact that claimant 
spent over 3 years in the salt mines under the conditions described, I consider 
that he is entitled to an award for damage to his health due to maltreatment 
as a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant 
of $800.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 1876—MAJOR LEONARD SEPTIMUS MORRISON 


The claimant was a Major in the 8rd Battalion. He enlisted in August, 
1914, at the age of 30 years. He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, at the 
-second battle of Ypres, suffering with gunshot wounds in both legs, compound 
fracture of the right and a flesh wound in the left leg. He was repatriated to 
England June 14, 1918. He commuted his pension on September 1, 1930, receiv- 
ing a lump sum of $300.00. He is not married. Prior to enlistment he was 
engaged with his father in the James Morrison Brass Mfg. Co. Ltd. at a 
salary of $3,000.00 per annum, and since his discharge he resumed his employ- 
ment, from 1920 to 1928, in the Brass Company, earning $3,900.00 per annum, 
and from 1929 to 1930, was with the Sun Life Company, on commission, 
estimated roughly at about $3,000.00 per annum. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of 
medical attention, man-handling while being moved to different hospitals, 
kicked by German soldier while lying on a stretcher, exposure inducing ear 
trouble and the loss of several teeth through lack of treatment. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant is one of the few officers to come before the Commission. Taken 
to Roulers, in Belgium, and later to Ghent, he received some medical attention. 
At Crefeld Camp, to which he was removed, he complains of lack of medical 
attention for an ear trouble which had developed from catching cold through 
exposure—standing in the rain for periods of an hour with inadequate clothing. 
He does not complain of any particular brutal treatment and confines his state- 
ment of disability to ear trouble, which he ascribes to the causes above noted. 
It appears that he had already suffered with his right ear in the trenches, and 
his left ear has been faulty since childhood. 


The medical record indicates that claimant’s incapacity is due to weakness 
of both legs and to defective hearing. 
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From a careful examination of the record I have reached the conclusion 
that claimant’s disabilities must be regarded as resulting from service. I do 
not find any evidence supporting the plea that maltreatment contributed to 
claimant’s present disabled condition. In those circumstances, the claim must 
be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 

Orrawa, December 7, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1877—ARTHUR WILLIAM CANE 


The claimant was a Private in the 19th Battalion—Regimental Number 
766144. He enlisted November 22, 1915, at the age of 20 years. He was taken 
yrisoner June 21, 1918, badly wounded,—gunshot wounds in the chest, which 
‘touched the edge of the lung. He was released on November 22, 1918, and 
found his way back to the British lines. He was at first in receipt of a total 
disability pension, receiving $60.00 per month, and is now receiving a pension 
of $11.50 per month. He had been married on September 6, 1926, and has 
one child. Prior to enlistment he worked in the shipping room of the Dominion 
Paper Box Co. at a salary of $12.00 per week, and since his discharge has been 
compelled to do outside work, driving a bread wagon, for which he earns an 
average of $25.00 per week. 

He alleges that whilst a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment, 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
attention, arduous work, under shell fire, close to the lines, starvation, kicks and | 
beatings. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

The claimant was a prisoner for about five months. He was kept behind 
the lines and received some medical treatment for his chest wounds. He complains 
that his wounds were dressed only every third or fourth day and that paper 
bandages were used. He was three months in hospital and was then made to 
work on railroad and canal work, and was under shell fire from advancing 
British troops. His main complaints on the head of maltreatment are that there 
was a shortage of food and that he was compelled to sleep in the open in cold 
weather. He did not receive any particularly brutal treatment, except the usual - 
rough handling while at work. As a result he contends that a chest or lung 
condition has developed which impairs his health. He moreover ascribes a 
gastric and nervous condition to his experiences whilst a prisoner. The latter 
is said to have resulted from being compelled to work under shell fire. 

The medical record is very meagre. A certificate of Dr. G. W. Carleton, 
dated November 2, 1930, is produced indicating an impaired chest condition 
and some stomach trouble. Claimant is unable to do inside work, and is com- 
pelled to work out of doors. 

Claimant has not made out a very strong case, and were it not that we 
have other evidence as to the inhumanity and cruelty of the treatment given 
prisoners who were compelled to work immediately behind the lines, I would be 
disposed to disallow the claim. We know, however, that the conditions of work 
and starvation, with frequent beatings from exasperated guards, were such that 
prisoners were in pitiable condition when they arrived at prison camps in Germany, 
following their experiences working behind the lines. In these circumstances, 
weak as the case is, I consider that claimant is entitled to an award for impaired 
health due to maltreatment. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to 
him of $500.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5% per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 7, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 1878—ARCHIBALD PETER CAMPBELL 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental Number 
27454. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 32 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, slightly wounded and gassed. 
He was repatriated on January 1, 1919. He is not in receipt of a pension and is 
unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was a sheet metal worker, at a wage of $15.00 
per week, and since his discharge has been employed with the Neville Cooper 
Sheet Metal Works, at a wage ranging from $1,200 to $1,500 per year. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having to 
work three and one-half years in the salt mines with very poor food, suffers from 
nervous condition and a kick in the testicles which worries him and preys on 
his mind to such an extent that he will not marry. Loses about three months work 
per year on account of ill-health. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant was taken to Gottingen camp, thence to Celle-lager. He has no 
complaints as to these camps. At Beienrode salt mines, where he was sent and 
remained for 34 years, he speaks of the conditions as very bad. In this he 
corroborates the statements of other claimants who were held at this camp. 
While working in the salt mines he was frequently beaten. In particular, and 
this is the basis of his complaint, he was kicked in the testicles by. a guard and has 
sustained permanent injury. He was also struck on the head on the same 
occasion and rendered unconscious. He was in bed for a few days but was 
compelled to return to work. It is established by his employer, Edward Neville, 
that claimant loses considerable time from his work by reason of his condition, for 
' which through old friendship, allowance is made. It is entirely probable that he 
would not be kept on by any disinterested employer. 


The medical record indicates a number of ailments, including chronic 
bronchitis, chronic gastro-interitis, high blood pressure and recurrent bilious 
attacks, apart from the injury to the testicles. His percentage of disability is 
rated at 30% in his own occupation and at from 25% to 30% in the general 
labour market. His disability is said to manifest itself in a lack of ability to 
concentrate and advanced absent-mindedness. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who 
testified on behalf of claimant, believes the testicle condition to be permanent 
and declares that the repercussions of this injury upon his mental condition are 
very marked. He worries over his condition and fears sexual incapacity, though, 
in fact, Dr. Fleming thinks his fears are groundless in this regard. 


Evidence of maltreatment coupled with resultant disability is clear in this 
case. I have no hesitation in declaring that claimant is entitled to an award 
for maltreatment as prisoner of war. The conditions and treatment at Beien- 
rode salt mines have been commented upon in the general opinion annexed to 
this report and have also been discussed in other cases relating to this camp 
(See Case 1875). I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of 
$1,000.00 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5% per annum, from January 10, 
1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, December 2, 1931. 
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CASE 1879—ARCHIBALD C. McBRIDE 


The claimant was a Private in the Fifteenth Battalion, Regimental Number 
27513. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gas. He 
was repatriated to England in December, 1918. He has recently made applica- 
tion for a pension. He was married in June, 1921, and has one child. Prior to. 
enlistment, he was a clerk in the T. Eaton Company, at a salary of $14.00 per 
week. He is at present employed as a clerk with Hydro Electric Commission, 
at a salary of $240.00 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was com- 
pelled to work in salt mines for three and one-half years with improper food 
and when physically unfit. He developed salt poisoning and sustained a broken 
nose by a blow from the fist of a German under-officer. As a result of this 
treatment he is suffering from neurasthenia and rheumatism, etc. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was slightly gassed when captured. He was taken to Gottingen 
camp where, for failing to salute a German under-officer, he was struck in the 
face and his nose broken. He still bears the marks of this blow. Claimant was 
then sent to Celle-lager and then had the misfortune to be transferred to the 
ill-famed salt mines at Beienrode, where he remained for three years and eight 
months, working underground and being subjected to the grossest forms of 
brutality and cruelty. As in the case of other prisoners in this particular camp, 
he suffered intensely with salt sores or boils for which he received practically 
no medical attention. On two occasions he was severely beaten. In the summer 
oi 1916 he was caught trying to get into the bread-line twice. He was brought 
before the feldwebel, knocked down and badly kicked. On another occasion, 
at the time of the visit of a high German official, the quality of the soup being 
particularly good that day, claimant ventured to comment that, while the food 
was better that day, it would probably be worse on the following and succeeding 
days. As a result of volunteering this information he was later kicked out of 
bed and all the way to the mine, placed in the deepest cave in the mine—about 
a mile and a half from the shaft—and put at the heaviest work and kept there 
for two or three hours after the other prisoners had been taken up. As a result 
of these experience he complains generally of the condition of his nerves and his 
stomach. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, weak- 
ened digestive system and haemorrhoids, and his nose shows evidence of having 
been broken. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who appeared before the Commission in 
support of claimant, declares that neurasthenia is his main trouble. He has 
rheumatism and several minor disabilities. Dr. Fleming places the percentage 
of disability at fifty per cent and speaks also of a nervous irritability of the 
heart. The nerve cells are permanently damaged and no improvement can be 
expected. 

While the evidence of permanent disability due to direct maltreatment is 
not strong in this case, I have come to the conclusion, as in the cases of other 
prisoners who had the misfortune to be sent to the salt mines, that claimant is 
entitled to an award (See Case 1875). Viewing all the circumstances of the 
case, and, having regard to the general observations contained in Opinion 
annexed to the present report, I would recommend payment to him of the sum 
of $700.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5% per annum, from the 10th of 
January, 1920, to the date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Ortawa, December 2, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 1860—FRANK HALEY 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion, Regimental Number 27488, 
He enlisted September 22, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, unwounded, but suffering from gas. He was repatriated to 
England December 31, 1918. He is not in receipt of a pension. He was married 
September 9, 1920, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he earned about 
$12.00 per week with the Riverdale Lumber Company of Toronto, and since his 
discharge has been with the Dunlop Tire Company, of Toronto, at a salary 
averaging from $18.00 to $26.00 weekly. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had 
to work long hours in the salt mines for three and a half years. Received a 
severe beating by four civilians armed with clubs, so that he was he was unable 
to move for three weeks. He developed salt sores all over his body one of which, 
in his hand, required an operation without anaesthetic. As a result of his harsh 
treatment he suffers from rheumatism, has stomach and heart trouble and a 
nervous condition. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Suffering from gas when captured, claimant was taken to Gottingen camp, 
where he remained for about a month. He was beaten here for saluting a 
German officer with the wrong hand. He was removed to Celle-lager for a 
short period and transferred to the salt mines at Beienrode for the remainder of 
his period of captivity. As in the case of other prisoners, sent to salt mines, the 
treatment he received was brutal. He was badly beaten on several occasions 
for no apparent reason, but admits that he showed fight when attacked, which 
probably gave occasion for excessive punishment. Claimant’s testimony bears 
out the allegations of his statement of claim. While unfit to work he was 
compelled to labour long hours underground under conditions of dampness and 
lack of sanitation, resulting in rheumatism and salt sores, and was operated 
upon for the latter without anaesthetic. 


The medical evidence indicates that claimant’s most serious disability at 
the present time consists of rheumatism in the ankles and feet which causes him 
to lose from two to two and one half months per annum. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, 
who gave testimony in support of claimant, attributes this condition to his period 
of internment in the salt mines. As to claimant’s other complaints, chronic 
bronchitis, stomach and heart trouble, these may have resulted from the gas 
from: which he was suffering when captured. Claimant’s percentage of dis- 
ability 1s stated at 20 per cent. 


Having regard to the general observations contained in the Opinion annexed 
to the present report relating to treatment in the salt mines, I find that claimant, 
while a prisoner of war, was subjected to maltreatment resulting in disability, 
for which he is entitled to a pecuniary award (See Case 1875.) Viewing all the 
circumstances I would recommend a payment to claimant of $800.00, with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to 
date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 
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CASE 1881—BERTRAM McCONNELL 


The claimant was a Private in the Third Battalion—Regimental Number 
9806. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 17 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gas and had been 
buried by a shell. He was repatriated to England in December, 1918. He was 
in receipt of a pension of $22.00 per month which he commuted and he has 
applied to be reinstated. He was married in July, 1924, and has one child. 
Prior to enlistment, he was apprenticed to the electrical trade. Has been em- 
ployed fairly steadily as an electrician but is not employed at the present time. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of suffering 
from the effects of solitary confinement, starvation, severe beatings and having 
to work for 14 years digging trenches, standing in water to his knees, and that 
he was finally sent to the salt mines. He is now suffering from nervous condi- 
tion and eczema. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant was taken to Giessen camp and sent to work in a munition plant. 
He refused to work and was put in cells for three weeks and beaten daily. 
He was sent to Hakenmoor where he was compelled to work in water up to his 
hips and as a result he developed rheumatism from which he still suffers. From 
this camp he escaped, but was recaptured and received severe punishment. He 
was tied to a post 4 hours in the morning and 4 hours in the afternoon, for 18 
days, exposed to the sun. He also served 62 days in dark cells underground at 
Celle-lager. He was then taken to Beienrode salt mines where he completed 
his period of captivity. He complains here, as do other claimants, of the harsh 
and brutal treatment and of being beaten because, through weakness, he was 
unable to do the work assigned to him. His testimony as to his treatment 
before reaching the salt mines is corroborated by a fellow prisoner (Hyde, No. 
1924). 


The medical record indicates that claimant is suffering from chronic eczema 
and neurasthenia. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent in his 
own calling and at 20 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. F. S. Park, 
who testified on behalf of claimant, was also a prisoner of war in Germany. 
Dr. Park describes the condition of eczema complained of and refers to it as 
starvation adema, which was very prevalent with our prisoners of war. It is 
evidently a disease due to a lack of fat in diet. Claimant’s medical history files 
make no mention of eczema upon discharge. The condition of neurasthenia is 
quite definitely present in claimant, and Dr. Park has no hesitation in attributing 
it to the conditions and treatment imposed upon claimant as a prisoner of war. 


In these circumstances, having regard to the evidence of distinct disability 
and the fact that claimant served a part of his period of captivity in the ill 
famed Beienrode salt mines, (See Case 1875) I consider it established that he 
was subjected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner, which entitles him to an award. 
I would, accordingly, recommend payment to claimant of the sum of $600.00 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January, 10, 


1920, to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
. Commassioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 
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CASE 1882—HILTON HOWARD HOWE 


The Claimant was an Acting-Sergeant in the 4th C.M.R., Regimental 
Number 113307. He enlisted July 19, 1915, at the age of 17 years. He was 
taken prisoner June 2, 1916, suffering from a slight wound. He was released to 
Holland December 8, 1918. and reached England December 18, 1918. He is in 
receipt of 15 per cent disability pension amounting to $17.25 per month for 
self, wife and child, based on sinusitis, otitis media and bronchitis. He was 
married October 22, 1922, and has one child. Prior to enlistment he was em- 
ployed as a tool maker with Tudhope Motors of Orillia, Ontario, at a wage of 
$18.00 per week and since his discharge is an Assistant-Superintendent at the 
Toronto Transportation Commission at a salary of $2,100.00 per annum. 

He alleges that, while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of solitary 
confinement, long hours at hard labour, beatings with bayonets, scabbards and 
gun butts, deliberate destruction of food parcels and lack of medical attention 
which has resulted in permanent disability. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Slightly wounded when captured, claimant was taken to Dulmen camp, 
where he was in hospital five weeks. He has no complaint of his treatment 
here, except as to the food. He was then sent to Essen in the Rhur Valley, 
where he remained till the Armistice, except during the periods of four attempted 
escapes. He was the only Canadian or Imperial in the camp and seems to have 
incurred special disfavour of the corporal in charge, one Fischer. This may 
possibly have been because of his attempts to escape, particularly his last 
attempt. He declares that he had very little trouble until he attempted to 
escape. As a punishment, not only did he serve several sentences in solitary 
confinement, but he was unmercifully beaten by Corporal Fischer and the guards 
when he was recaptured, and several teeth were knocked out with the butts of 
rifles. On another occasion he was tied to a post and beaten. His wounded leg 
was kicked with the result that the wound reopened. He complains that during 
the flu epidemic in 1918 he received no attention for suppurating ear and has 
sustained permanent injury. One particular feature, of which he complains 
bitterly, is the wanton and deliberate destruction of food parcels by the guards. 
The contents of the parcels were thrown together and mixed in such a way as 
‘to render them inedible and this at a time when the camp rations were entirely 
inadequate. 


The medical record indicates that claimant is a strong, powerful man, some- 
what under par. Dr. Cooper Cole appeared before the Commission on behalf 
of claimant. It is his opinion that the injury to claimant’s ear may have resulted 
from lack of treatment as urged. In general, Dr. Cole considers that mal- 
nutrition possibly has reduced, to some extent, claimant’s vitality, but he only 
places at five per cent the percentage of reduction in earning ability in the 
general labour market. 


Viewing all the circumstances of the case, and particularly the slight dis- 
ability shown by claimant, and having regard to the general observation con- 
_ tained in opinion annexed to the present report, I do not consider that claimant 
has made out a case entitling him to an award for disability resulting from 
‘maltreatment as a prisoner of war. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
‘Otrawa, December 9, 1931. 
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CASE 1883—JOHN McGIVERN 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion, Regimental Number 
9472. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 44 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a gunshot wound, 
right buttock, slight wounds to the head and foot, and gas. He was repatriated 
to England in November, 1918. He was in receipt of a pension of 5 per cent 
which he commuted. He has an application pending for reinstatement. He is 
unmarried. Prior to enlistment claimant was a bricklayer and glycerine purifier, 
earning around $27 per week. He is now employed as a Janitor in the Civil 
Service, at a salary of $1,120 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having to 
work long hours, ill-treatment, exposure and solitary confinement, and perman- 
ent injury as the result of a kick. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant was taken to Celle-lager No. 3 where he was in hospital for 3 or 
4 months. For refusing to work he was given 7 days close confinement. He 
was transferred to Cottingen camp where he remained until May, 1916. As an 
alleged measure of reprisal for treatment of German prisoners, claimant was 
sent with a party to a camp in Poland—Libau—where he was set to work build- 
ing a raised road. For refusal to work he was punished by being made to stand 
to attention in the sun and tied up to trees. He was beaten and particularly 
complains of a kick in the left hip which fractured the bones and left him 
unconscious for several hours. He received medical attention but still suffers 
considerable incapacity from this hip. He was laid up with it for several 
months. For further refusal to work claimant was again beaten and confined, 
and then returned to Germany to Dulmen camp. On his statement, of the 
2,000 prisoners sent to Libau, only 600 survived to return to Germany with 
claimant. At Dulmen claimant has no particular complaints of maltreatment, 
but when made to work later in coal mines he complains bitterly of the treat- 
ment. He, with others, was made to stand in front of the coke ovens for an 
hour at a time for failure to complete the allotted tasks. As to his condition he 
complains chiefly of his heart, nerves and asthma. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from asthma, nerves, 
disordered heart,. poor digestion, hernia, constipation, haemorrhoids, sacral 
ankylosis, chronic brights, sciatica, slow mentality and poor concentration. Dr. 
W. R. Newman, who testified on behalf of claimant, has furnished a very full 
report. He emphasizes chiefly the asthmatic condition and the injured hip and 
back, declaring the case to be practically incurable. The former condition might 
have resulted from the effects of gas. The hip and back indicate a drawing 
together of the bones, the hip bone, the sacrum and spine, which, he declares, is 
clearly traumatic in origin. The healing of the fractured bones is in bad posi- 
tion, evidencing lack of proper treatment. Dr. Newman attributes some of 
claimant’s disability to service conditions, but considers his treatment as a 
prisoner as contributing considerably thereto. The medical history files, record- 
ing an examination made on May 8, 1919, shows that claimant has no haemor- 
rhoids, no hernia, no varicocele, and it is probable that these ailments, set up 
by claimant, are of post war origin. From an examination of claimant’s pension 
files and a complete report by Dr. D. E. Robertson, confirmed by independent 
X-ray of the Toronto General Hospital, it appears that claimant’s disabilities 
have not been established as of traumatic origin; the statement has been made 
that they are congenital. In these circumstances, I cannot agree with the 
medical evidence before this Commission. 
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In this state of the record claimant has failed to show that his present 
disabilities result from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The claim, 
accordingly, fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 1884—HORACE PICKERING 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion, Regimental Number 
9859. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, slightly wounded in the knee and 
suffering from a slight touch of gas. He was released to Holland in March, 
1918, and reached England November 18 of that year. He was in receipt of 
a 10 per cent disability pension but commuted it in 1919. He was married in 
July, 1921, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was a clerk with the 
Canadian Pacific Express, at a salary of $65 per month. He is now an agent 
of the same Company, receiving $190 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been 
compelled to work in a stone quarry, and for refusing to work was placed in 
solitary confinement and compelled to sit at attention for 14 hours a day for 
30 days—being subjected to kicks and abuse, and given insufficient food, which 
treatment necessitated two operations for mastoids and left him in a highly 
nervous condition. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to, Roulers, in Belgium, thence to Giessen Camp, 
where he was punished for not working—30 days confinement in punishment 
barracks. He was struck with rifle butts but without permanent injury. After 
a short period in hospital, with kidney trouble, he was sent to work at the Iron 
Works. He refused to do the work assigned and was beaten by the guards. 
During this beating he was hit in the mouth with the butt of a rifle and several 
teeth were loosened. Eventually he lost three of them. For feigning illness he 
was placed in solidary confinement for 5 days without food. From Giessen Camp 
he was sent to Saltau, thence to Lichtenhorst, and later to Hestenmoor. As to 
the two former Camps he has no complaint. At Hestenmoor he speaks of 
general rough treatment and lack of medical attention for an attack of pleurisy. 
His next camp was Hameln. His condition was so enfeebled that he declares 
he had 109 boils at one time. Claimant’s statement as to the loss of teeth 
resulting from a blow is corroborated by one of his fellow prisoners (A.C. 
Claverley, Case 2239). 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
bronchitis, and loss of teeth. Dr. J. H. Speers, who testified on behalf of claimant, 
declares that he has treated him for nervous and cardiac troubles, but is inclined 
to regard most of claimant’s ailments as resulting from malnutrition. He speaks 
of a bronchial condition, which, however, he thinks would probably result from 
gas. Dr. Speers considers that the origina! pension allowance of 10 per cent was 
low and thinks that 25 per cent would be fairer. As to the condition of claimant’s 
mouth, the certificate of Dr. G. S. Paul is filed, indicating the absence of 9 teeth. 
It became necessary to remove the remaining teeth. Claimant’s medical files, 
under examination made in 1919, contain bk notation: ‘looks as if he has come 
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In this state of the record I have reached the conclusion that claimant was 
the victim of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war, resulting in disability to. 
him. I would regard the mouth condition as directly resulting therefrom. 
Viewing all the circumstances, and having regard to the general observations: 
contained in Opinion annexed to the present Report, I would recommend a 
payment to claimant of $500.00 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent. 
per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 1885—WILLIAM O. TINDALE 


The claimant was a Private in the Third Battalion,—Regimental Number 
9840. He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915 at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from the 
effects of gas. He was repatriated to England in December 1918. He has made 
application for pension. He was married in May 1921 and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was a mechanic with the Russell Motor Car Company, 
at a salary of $20.00 per month. He is now working for himself, as a Customs 
Broker, at an average salary of $35 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment. 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being beaten 
with rifles, kicked with heavy boots, solitary confinement and being forced to 
work when physically unfit, also permanent injury to back. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Roulers in Belgium and then to Giessen camp. He 
was in hospital for 2 months with swollen legs, contracted in camp. Taken ill 
with scarlet fever he spent a short period in hospital and was then sent out to 
work at Oberlanstein on the Rhine. The work was too heavy in his weakened 
condition and he was beaten for not performing the task assigned him. He was 
hit on the back and still complains of soreness and stiffness as a result of this 
treatment. On another occasion his thumb was badly injured by a door slamming 
upon it, which claimant is inclined to believe was done deliberately by the civilian 
with whom he was working. At all events, though roughly treated, no permanent 
disability has appeared to result from this incident. Claimant was later sent 
to Bingen on the Rhine and complains that he contracted a severe cold from 
being compelled to work in zero weather without adequate clothing. He dates 
his bronchial trouble from this time. He was returned to Giessen and was put 
in punishment barracks for six weeks. He concluded his experiences in Germany 
at Hakenbush on a farm, but has no complaints as to his treatment there. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from marked limitation 
of the movement of the spine due to chronic muscular spasm, neurasthenia and 
chronic bronchitis. His percentage of disability is stated at 35 per cent in his 
own calling and at 100 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. Roy J. Spence, 
who testified on behalf of claimant, declares that the X-ray does not show 
anything in the bone and attributes claimant’s condition to possible on-coming 
rheumatic and arthritic affection. He is inclined to think that this was not 
traumatic in origin but probably resulted from under-nourishment and over- 
strain, particularly having regard to the possible effects of scarlet fever from 
which claimant suffered. He does not think his condition will interfere with his 
present occupation as a customs broker. The bronchial condition may have 
resulted from the effects of gas. 
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Viewing all the circumstances of the case I cannot reach the conclusion that 
claimant’s present disabilities are the result of maltreatment while a prisoner of 
war. He has failed to discharge the burden of establishing such a sequence of 
cause and effect as will entitle him to an award. His claim must, accordingly, 


be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


’ CASE 1886—THOMAS GEORGE TUCK 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27568. He enlisted in August, 1914 at the age of 24 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering 
from the effects of gas. He was repatriated to England in December 1918. His 
application for pension is now pending. He was married in 1920 and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment he was a labourer earning $18.00 per week, and 
since his discharge he has been employed by the Toronto Transportation Com- 
pany as an Inspector, and is now in receipt of a salary of $35.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being badly 
beaten, being compelled to work in a metal mine for two months; being punished 
by having to stand to attention eight hours a day without food or water, and 
also solitary confinement. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen, and served at other camps, including Saltau, 
Lichtenhorst, Bohinte and on a farm. He was also sent to work in a metal 
mine at Holzappel near Frankfurt. He was in this mine for 4 months and his 
complaint as to maltreatment is confined to a blow he received from a guard 
who hit him with a miner’s lamp on the back of the head and neck. This was 
for refusing to work upon what claimant regarded as munitions labour. He 
now carries a scar on his head indicating that the blow inflicted a severe wound. 
Since that time he has suffered from constant pains in the head and stiffness, 
which incapacitates him. Claimant also suffers from gall stones and had bron- 
chical trouble. While his other experiences as a prisoner were rough, he has no 
particular complaint of maltreatment, other than periods of confinement for 
minor breaches of discipline, poor food and bad living conditions. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from injury to his head 
resulting in pains in head and neck, gall stones and hepatic colic. His per- 
centage of disability is declared to be 50% in his own calling and 20% in the 
general labour market. Dr. Thomas Kerr, who testified on behalf of claimant, 
considers that the pains in head and neck constitute claimant’s chief disability. 
The scar at the back of the head is marked and the condition observed may well 
have resulted from a blow as described by claimant. Dr. Kerr does not anticipate 
any improvement in claimant’s condition. 

In these circumstances I have reached the conclusion that claimant suffers 
some present disability from the blow on the head which he received whilst a 
prisoner of war, and that he is thereby entitled to an award on the ground of 
maltreatment. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of 
$500.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5% per annum from January 10, 


1920, to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 
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CASE 1887—JOHN KENNEDY 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 9683. 
He enlisted September 22, 1914 at the age of 21 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, unwounded, but gassed. He was repatriated to England 
December 27, 1918. He is not in receipt of a pension. He was married March 
10, 1921 and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a silk 
salesman, at a salary of $75.00 per month, and since his discharge has been © 
employed as a book-keeper with the Toronto Transportation Commission, at a 
salary of $2,000 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of physical 
abuse, insufficient food, insanitary living conditions and exposure resulting 
in impaired health. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent three weeks in hospital at Giessen and some further time 
in camp where he has no complaints of his treatment. At Saltau, where he 
was then sent, he complains only of being compelled to wear wooden clogs. He 
was sent to Bohinte and made to work on the canals, and for parading sick, he 
was beaten by the guards. From Bohinte, he was returned to Saltau and then 
sent to Grossenweidenmoor. Claimant complains of excessive parading, so 
severe that he collapsed on one occasion. For refusing to work at salt mines he 
was given 28 days solitary confinement on limited rations. Later while em- 
ployed on a farm he was assaulted by the farmer. As far as the evidence goes 
claimant does not appear to have suffered any disability as a result of his 
treatment. 

The medical record indicates that claimant is suffering from laryngitis, 
bronchitis and neurasthenia. Dr. Alexander Henderson, who was heard, rates 
his disability at about 35%. He speaks also of a right flat foot and deficient 
teeth. 

I have been unable to reach the conclusion that claimant’s present con- 
dition results from any particular acts of maltreatment at the hands of the 
enemy. In common with all other prisoners, he must have and did suffer from 
poor food conditions which, as explained in Opinion annexed to the present 
report, was general and perhaps unavoidable in Germany. ‘Claimant may or 
may not be entitled to receive an award from the Board of Pension Com- 
missioners. Insofar as his claim for reparations before this Commission is 
concerned, Iam unable to grant him an award. His claim must, accordingly, 
be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commussioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 1888—ERIC R. SEAMAN 


This claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental Number 
9825. He enlisted 8th August, 1914, at the age of 22 years. Claimant was 
taken prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but 
slightly gassed. He was repatriated to England December 27, 1918. He is 
not in receipt of a pension. He is married and has two children. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was a clerk with the T. Eaton Company, earning. $16.00 per week. 
He is now employed as a translator with the International Stock Food Com- 
pany, Toronto, at a salary of $35.00 per week and (apparently) occasional 

onuses. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. In particular complains of 
being made to work in a silver-lead mine, of numerous beatings, poor food, con- 
finement to cells and general abuse. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was taken first to Giessen camp where the treatment was rough 
but unaccompanied by any particular violence. Sent to a supposed farm, with 
others, it was found to be a silver-lead mine at Holtzappel. For refusing to go 
down the shaft, claimant was beaten and, eventually, without knowing just 
how, found himself down in the mine. He was beaten by a guard and for 
striking back was sent back to Giessen and three weeks solitary confinement. 
Poor food and repeated beatings severely affected claimant’s mind. As a 
student of languages, he was made an interpreter but still seemed to arouse the 
antipathy of his guards, particularly upon an attempted escape from Vehnemoor. 
‘Upon recapture, claimant was badly beaten with rifle butts, scabbards, etc. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia and 
chronic gastro-enteritis. His percentage of disability is declared at 50 per cent 
in his own calling and 75 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. Mortimer 
Fleming, who testified on behalf of claimant, laid emphasis upon the neurasthenic 
condition as reducing his ability to make a living. It is to be observed that 
claimant had a flair for languages and had hoped to become a teacher of French. 
Due to his condition he has had to abandon this ambition. 

Claimant is not in receipt of pension and was apparently discharged, “all 
systems normal”. It would appear to me that claimant’s ailment has been 
progressive and that he now suffers a real disability, which may be attributed to 
his experiences whilst a prisoner of war. His medical history files contain a 
notation of general nervousness and debility with origin France and Germany. 
In these circumstances, I have reached the conclusion that claimant was sub- 
jected to maltreatment, whilst a prisoner of war, which resulted in disability. 
I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of $1,000.00, with inter- 
est thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date 
of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


: Commissioner. 
OtTrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 1889—CHARLES ALEXANDER GORDON 


The claimant was a Private-in the 19th Battalion—Regimental Number 
862958. He enlisted March 8, 1916, at the age of 24 years. He was taken 
prisoner May 9, 1917, suffering from gunshot wounds in the left arm and the 
left thigh. He was repatriated to England, January 1, 1919. He is not in 
receipt of pension although he has had two appeals, both rejected. He was 
married September 7, 1922, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a Postal Clerk, at a salary of from $800 to $900 per annum, and 
since his discharge, has resumed his position, with a present salary of $1,740.00 
per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of and 
improper medical treatment of his wounds,. improper food, having to work in 
the salt mines where the conditions affected his hearing and eyesight. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was suffering from gunshot wounds in the left arm and @high when 
captured. _He remained on the field of battle for two days, before he was picked 
up and taken to a dressing station, where he was inoculated. Removed to 
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hospital, his arm was operated upon, without anaesthetic. The bone in his leg 
was also scraped to remove shrapnel. This was at Douai, where claimant 
remained a month. He was taken to Mons Hospital and underwent a further 
operation to his arm. An anaesthetic was used but it was not effective. He 
complains of rough treatment during dressings, the use of paper bandages, and 
infers that had he had better treatment his arm would have made a complete 
recovery. He was next removed to Dulmen camp where he received further harsh 
treatment in hospital. He complains of deliberate cruelty on the part of the 
surgeon in charge. Apparently he was receiving medical attention, however, 
because he speaks of a drain to the wound in his arm. When convalescent he 
was sent to Hamein camp, where he was sent to work on a farm. His arm was 
then “not so bad but still weak’’; his hip gave him no trouble. Here he attempted 
to escape, was recaptured and sent to a mine at Hima. Exhibiting reluctance to 
go down the shaft, claimant was hit on the Jaw, loosening three teeth. His com- 
plaint is that the unhealthy conditions in the mine, intense heat, dust and pers- 
piration in the eyes has permanently impaired his vision. He received several 
beatings in the mine, but they left no disability that claimant can remember. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic opthalmitis, 
chronic tonsilitis, nose trouble and general debility. His percentage of incapa- 
city is stated at from 20 per cent to 25 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per 
cent in the general labour market. Dr. Carlisle who certifies to the foregoing 
appeared before the Commission. He refers to a nervous trouble as the chief 
trouble, with the eye, nose and throat condition as secondary. He thinks these 
conditions could have resulted from the history of the case as reported to him, 
and attributes the impairment to claimant’s health to exposure and mulnutri- 
tion, but he does not consider claimant as incapacitated in the work he is doing. 
There is also filed a certificate of Dr. D. D. Dickson, who does not find claim- 
ant’s disability as high as does Dr. Carlisle. 

Having regard to the general observations contained in Opinion annexed 
to the present report, particularly as to the treatment accorded prisoners in the 
salt mines, I am of opinion that claimant has made out a case of maltreatment 
resulting in some disability to him. I do not think that he has been successful 
in showing improper medical attention, but viewing the case as a whole I con- 
sider that he is entitled to suc¢teed. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment 
to claimant of $600.00 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
| ~ Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 1890—HENRY RALPH 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27660. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 28 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering quite 
badly from the effects of gas. He was released to Holland March, 1918, and 
reached England January 15, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension. He was 
married at the time of enlistment and had two children and has had two since. 
Prior to enlistment, claimant was in the retail tobacco business in Toronto, 
earning an average income of $30.00 per week, and since his discharge has been 
employed as messenger with a Bond firm, at a salary of $1,300.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of brutal treat- 
ment consisting of beatings with rifles and being kicked with heavy boots, 
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subjected to torture, being compelled to stand at attention for hours in the hot 
sun, which resulted in the development of a very nervous condition, with stomach 
and heart trouble. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant stopped briefly at Roulers then was taken to Giessen camp. He 
received no medical attention for his condition. He speaks of maltreatment 
at two camps, Overlandstein and Grossenweidenmoor. At the former, for refusing 
to work upon munitions, he was badly beaten with rifle butts, hit in the Jaw and 
had a bridge broken off his teeth. As a sergeant, he appears to have received 
treatment rougher than that accorded to the other prisoners. At the latter camp 
for refusing to do the required work, claimant, with others, was declared to 
have mutinied, and advised that they were liable to be shot. They were, in 
fact, lined up before a firing squad and placed in great fear of the order being 
carried out. As further punishment they were stood to attention, facing the 
sun, from 7.30 a.m. until 6 p.m. with one-half hour for lunch. Claimant com- 
plains chiefly of the condition of his stomach, as a result of these experiences, 
with a minor complaint as to his heart. 

- The medical record indicates that claimant has a gall bladder condition 
and suffer from an aortic systolic murmur. Dr. Jas. H. Tandy, who testified 
on behalf of claimant, finds some digestive disturbance probably due to the gall 
bladder, or an ulcerated condition, which may have resulted from ‘“‘some serious 
error in his diet”. He is unable to fix a percentage of disability, though his 
certificate places the figure at 30 per cent. Claimant appears to be very fit 
and is only incapacitated upon recurrence of the stomach condition. Dr. Tandy 
is of opinion that the heart condition referred to may well have resulted from 
the effects of gas which claimant suffered. 

Claimant, who is a strong powerful man, appears to have come through 
his period of captivity with comparatively little disability. I do not consider 
that it has been established that his stomach condition is the result of maltreat- 
ment at the hands of the enemy, in the sense of the reparations provisions of 
the Treaty of Versailles. Having regard to the general observation contained 
in opinion annexed to the present report, it should be borne in mind that this 
Commission has no mission to award vindictive damages and unless a claimant 
establishes an impairment to his health attributable to maltreatment, he cannot 
succeed. In the present case IJ am of opinion that claimant has failed to dis- 
charge this burden. His claim must accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, -1931. 


CASE 1891—HAROLD ASHLING 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27420. He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 29 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the Second Battle of Ypres, unwounded_ but 
suffering slightly from gas. He was released to Holland in February, 1918, and 
reached England November 18, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a carpenter, at the then prevailing union wage 
of 45 cents an hour, for an eight hour day, and since his discharge has. been 
following the same trade, at the now union rate of $1.10 per hour. 

_ He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 

has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, abuse 

and unsanitary conditions. He was struck in the back and on the head with 
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a stick and still carries the scar on his head. In fleeing from this attack he fell 
down six steps and sprained his wrist, which still functions improperly. He 
was obliged to work for three weeks in a canal, in water to the knees, as a 
punishment for refusal to volunteer for work and had to stand at attention 
daily for two weeks from 6 a.m. till 7 p.m. He now suffers from chest, stomach 
and nerve disorders. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


The claimant spent his period of captivity in the following camps: Got- 
tingen, Cassel, Saltau, Langenlager, Bohinte, Muzzenburgmoor and Hameln. 
The ill-treatment alleged in the foregoing summary of his statement of claim 
is borne out by his verbal testimony, particularly in regard to the circumstances 
of the injury to his wrist, which constitutes a disability in his calling of car- 
penter. He relates the instance of having had to stand to attention and the 
working in water which occurred at Bohinte. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
chronic gastro-enteritis, general weakness and limitation of movement of the 
right wrist. His percentage of disability is declared at 50 per cent. Dr. Mortimer 
Fleming, who testified on behalf claimant, emphasizes the nervous and gastric 
conditions, which he attributes to insufficient and improper food. 

Having regard to the general observations contained in opinion annexed 
to the present report, I have reached the conclusion that the injury to claimant’s 
wrist, which still continues to disable him, in part may be ascribed to maltreat- 
ment whilst a prisoner of war. His other ailments, which are general, do not, 
I consider come within the purview of the present enquiry. They may or may 
not entitle claimant to consideration from the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
On the whole, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $500, with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of 
payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 1892—DANIEL DOUGLAS 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
28017. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 24 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the battle of St. Julien, suffering from gunshot wound 
in the right leg and was gassed. He was released January 1, 1919, and reached 
England the 13th of that month. He is in receipt of a 50 per cent disability 
pension, amounting to $57.50 per month, based on heart trouble. It is noted 
that his medical history sheet discloses that he had cardiac trouble in infancy 
but outgrew it. He was married August 25, 1920, and has one child. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a clerk in the Mail Order Department of the 
Robert Simpson Co. Limited of Toronto, at a salary of $10 per week, and since 
his discharge he worked as a street car conductor in Toronto at a wage of 60c. 
an hour, averaging $70 every two weeks. He was laid off on account of ill- 
health, and was unemployed at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the usual ill- 
treatment, blows from fists and rifle butts, heavy labour, solitary confinement 
and being made to work when unfit. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was wounded in the right leg and suffering from the effects of 
gas when captured. He declares the only medical treatment was the administra- 
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tion of a pill. He was taken to Saltau camp, where he complains of being kicked 
in the spine, and suffered from this injury for some time, but was compelled to 
cohtinue working dragging heavy waggons. He was eight months at this work. 
Still suffering from the effects of gas he was kicked and beaten. Giessen was 
the next camp to which claimant was sent. Here for refusing to work upon 
munitions he was placed in solitary confinement for six months, and generally 
beaten about with rifles. He was then transferred to Frankfort-on-Main, where 
he was beaten about the legs with a lash till the flesh was cut, because of failure 
to work through exhaustion. Claimant was then sent to Stadorf in Hanover 
where he was cut with a bayonet, and stabbed in the side for similar refusal to 
work. At Slopenstead where claimant was then sent, he was beaten and his 
clothes torn off him by civilians and soldiers for refusing to work. He was 
kicked down stairs with a blow in the face from a guard and broke his arm and 
was compelled to go to work before the bones had mended. He declares his 
heart condition, of which he chiefly complains, first became evident about one 
year after he was in Germany. The continued hard work aggravated the con- 
dition. He has lost time from his work and is now unemployed, having to 
relinquish his post with the Toronto Transportation Commission through ill- 
health. 

The medical record indicates a condition of angina pectoris and myocar- 
ditis. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent in his own calling 
and at 75 per cent in the general labour market. His pension record would 
appear to establish that claimant’s condition is progressively deteriorating. 
From 20 per cent in 1921, he was rated at 30 per cent in 1928, and at 50 per 
cent in 1930. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who testified on behalf of claimant, speaks 
of this heart condition as of a very serious and advanced nature—which may 
earrv him off at any moment. It is ascribed to worry, physical and emotional 
strain, which may very well have resulted, in part at least, from his experience 
while a prisoner of war. Gas may also be a contributing factor. 

Claimant is undoubtedly disabled, and I have reached the conclusion from 
a studv of the case that some, at least, of this disability may be traced to his 
treatment whilst a prisoner of war. Having regard to the general observations 
contained in the Opinion annexed to the present report, and the pension which 
claimant now receives, I would recommend payment to him of $800.00 with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from January 10, 1920, to 
date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 1893—WILLIAM LANGFORD 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 
9220. He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 23 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the battle of St. Julien, unwounded, but suffering slightly 
from gas. He was repatriated to England January 13, 1919. He is not in 
receipt of pension. He was married September 6, 1921, and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a street car motorman in Toronto, 
averaging about $40.00 every two weeks, and since his discharge has been with 
the Winnipeg street railway, at 50 cents an hour, the Toronto street railway at 
65 cents an hour, and recently, driving a truck, at $20.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had 
to work approximately three years digging ditches, standing in water most of 
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the time. Was struck in the back with a rifle butt and had his leg broken during 
a cave-in while working in the quarry. He received no medical attention and 
the leg was set by his chums. It appears to be well now. He then had) to 
undergo solitary confinement for 14 days, as punishment for refusal to work 
while unable. He then did 28 days confinement immediately after. As a result 
of this treatment, he states he has nervous trouble and stomach disorders, which 
impair his earning power. 
An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was taken to Giessen, where he received a blow from the butt of 
a rifle which injured him temporarily, but which left no ill effects. At a stone 
quarry, where claimant was sent to work, he broke his leg, as the result of a 
cave-in, and received no medical attention. The leg was set by his comrades 
and he declares no disability has resulted from this accident. For refusing to 
work, he was given 28 days solitary confinement, and was compelled to sit on a 
stool for hours at a time, with his legs wired to the stool. Claimant was then 
sent to Vehnemoor and Ostenholzenmoor, remaining at the latter camp for 24 
years and was compelled to work in water, laying pipe, for long hours. As a 
result of these experiences, claimant compiains of nervous and gastric troubles 
which impair his working capacity. 

‘The medical record is not very definite in this case. It indicates that 
claimant suffers from chronic gastro enteritis, asthma. His percentage of dis- 
ability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who testified on behalf 
of claimant, was unable to add much to the general statement of claimant’s 
condition. He speaks of a nervous condition and declares that the patient is 
under par, but admits there is no direct evidence of stomach trouble, but what 
there is might very well have been due to the effects of gas, from which claimant 
was suffering when captured. 

In these circumstances, I am compelled to find that claimant has not made 
out a case of impairment to his health due to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of 
war. Such disability as may exist 1s, at most, ascribable to general conditions 
of camp life in Germany. The claim, in my opinion, if disability can be shown, 
is one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. It must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 1894—JAMES BLACK FARNELL 


The claimant was a Private in the Third Battalion—Regimental number 
9193. He enlisted in August 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, unwounded but suffering slightly from gas. He was released 
November 15, 1918, and repatriated to England on November 27. At first he 
was in receipt of a 10 per cent disability pension which he commuted in 1920 
for $400.00. It appears to be now reinstated, Class 19, based on myalgia 
arthritis. He was married May 24, 1920, and has two children. Prior to enlist- 
ment he was employed as a freight checker with Canada Steamship Lines Ltd. 
at a salary of $60.00 per month, and since his discharge has been floor foreman 
for the Canadian Carbon Company, at a salary of $190.00 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment, 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of injury to his 
right knee and hip when a dump car was pushed against him by a German civilian, 
knocking him down an embankment. Also suffered bad beatings when ill, and 
was forced to work while medically unfit. Complains also of permanent injury 
to his back. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Dedeseim camp, where he worked upon railway con- 
struction. While so engaged he complains that a German civilian pushed a car 
towards him, and in the effort to escape having his legs run over he swung to 
one side, falling down a three or four foot embankment. As a result his knee was 
damaged and he sustained injury to his back, from both of which injuries he still 
suffers. Claimant very frankly admits in his evidence that this incident may 
have been an accident, although in his sworn statement it is ascribed to deliberate 
intent on the part of the guard. Claimant’s main complaint is that he did not 
receive proper medical attention for these injuries, with the result that permanent 
disability has remained. He speaks of beatings received when he asked for 
treatment. Later also he alleges beatings at Geisweid Iron Works, but apparently 
the gravamen of the charge against his captors is for lack of medical treatment 
to his injured knee and back. 

The medical record indicates permanent injury to the knee and pain over the 
region of the right lumbar dorsal. In addition to his affidavit, Dr. D. C. Bastow 
appeared before the Commission but was unable to ascribe claimant’s present 
condition to his experiences as a prisoner. He declares there is nothing outstand- 
ing in the case, that claimant could not do hard manual labour but is quite able 
to carry on with his then employment, which consisted of supervising as floor 
foreman in the plant of the Canadian Carbon Company. In the general labour 
market his percentage of disability is rated at from 25% to 35%. 

I regard this case as one for the Board of Pension Commissioners. The 
injuries of which claimant complains were probably the result of an accident 
and have not been shown to have been caused by any particular maltreatment. 
The beatings alleged have left no impairment to claimant’s general health. On 
the whole, therefore, having regard to the general observations contained in the 
Opinion annexed to the present report, I must disallow the claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 1895—J. G. BAKER 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 9159. 
He enlisted September 22, 1914, at the age of 16 and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from shrapnel wounds. He is not in 
receipt of pension. He was released March 19, 1918, on an exchange of non- 
commissioned officers. He was married in 1922 and has three children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was attending High School and since his discharge has been doing 
customs work for the Canadian General Electric, at a salary of $195 per month, 
and a monthly allowance of $30 on his car. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bronchial 
trouble due to exposure, stomach trouble from insufficient food, fallen arches 
from wearing wooden clogs and a general nervous condition. He was beaten on 
several occasions. | 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp. He complains of lack of medical 
treatment for his wound during four days but declares that when he was attended 
the treatment was good. Before he was fit to do so, he was sent to Dedeseim on 
canal work, where, for refusing the assigned task he was beaten and clubbed with 
rifles. As a non-commissioned officer, he was not compelled to work, but for 
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failing to volunteer to do so, he, with others, was punished by being made to wear 
wooden clogs parading around the prison enclosure for six and eight hours a day. 
To this treatment he attributes fallen arches from which he now suffers. He was 
beaten for sitting down to rest during one of these parades. He was badly beaten, 
when recaptured, after an attempt to escape. He was returned to Giessen camp 
and served time in solitary confinement. He was later sent to Saltau and to 
Bohinte, which he describes as the worst camp he was in. He was repeatedly 
beaten here and made to stand on parade for long hours. The parcels were 
denied to prisoners and he was practically starved. He complains of the condition 
of his nerves, a bronchial condition and flat feet, as a result of these experiences. 

The medical record discloses that claimant has lost weight and in addition 
to the ailments above mentioned, has some kidney trouble. Dr. L. A. Pequenat, 
who appeared before the Commission, was very frank in declaring that a large 
part of claimant’s disability is of post-war origin. He cannot distinguish between 
disabilities resulting from service and imprisonment but considers that claimant’s 
general physical condition is impaired, possibly to the extent of 40% in the general 
labour market and 20% in his own work, which is clerical in nature. 

Claimant was quite young when captured and there can be no question that 
he has suffered from under-nourishment and excessive work. I do not think that 
the particular acts of maltreatment to which he alludes have, in themselves, left 
any very great physical disability, but I do think that his general health was 
affected by the strain and continual fear of punishment. For the reasons stated 
in Opinion annexed to the present report, I find that claimant has established 
some disability resulting from maltreatment. Viewing all the circumstances of 
the case, I would accordingly, recommend payment to claimant of the sum of 
$500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5% per annum, from January 10, 1920, 
to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 1896—CLIFFORD ROSS WILKINGS 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27136. He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 19 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering 
from the effects of gas. He was repatriated to England in December 1918. In 
1922 he was in receipt of 100 per cent disability pension for a lung condition, 
but at present he is receiving 25 per cent yielding $35.00 a month for wife and 
family. He was married in 1921, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, 
he was in receipt of $15.00 per week, working for a Contractor at Centre Island. 
At the present time he is a seasonal employee with the City of Toronto, earning 
for 8 months of the year $32.40 a week; for the remaining 4 months he is without 
employment. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of 
medical attention, heavy labour, repeated blows and being sent to work in the 
salt mines for 34 years. This treatment, he alleges, has resulted in ill health and 
impaired earning power. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 
Claimant was taken to Gottingen Camp, where he received a beating for 


drawing a mattress from stores, which, apparently he was not supposed to have. 
After a short time at Celle-lager, he was sent to the ill famed salt mines at 
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Beienrode (parent camp Hameln). In 1915 he was beaten over the head for 
refusing to accept pay for the work he had been doing. His hearing has never 
been the same as a result of this blow. He was also tied to a post exposed to the 
sun in the morning and again in the afternoon and sent to work at night on a 
12 hour shift. This was for failing to give information as to 2 Russian ‘prisoners 
who had escaped. While suffering from pneumonia, not only did he receive no 
medical attention, but he was driven to work. He fainted and was put in 
confinement and when able to move was again put to work moving iron and other 
heavy material. He speaks generally of the rough and brutal treatment in the 
salt mines, as to which there is a wealth of corroborative evidence in the evidence 
of other prisoners at this mine. (See Case 1875). He testifies that he spent 2 
years and 8 months in the salt mines, which is not the period stated in his original 
claim, 34 years, but his presence there for a lengthy period is clearly established. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis, 
general debility, deafness, rapid heart action and an arrested pulmonary condition. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 75 per cent. Dr. Roy L. Manion, who 
testified on behalf of claimant, speaks also of a neurasthenic condition. The 
deafness, of which claimant complains, appears to be progressive and Dr. Manion 
does not think there can be any improvement. He expresses the opinion that 
claimant’s condition has resulted from his experiences as a prisoner and attributes 
the pulmonary condition to overwork, malnutrition and poor living conditions, 
but admits that the effects of gas may be a contributing factor. He expects no 
improvement in this condition. 

In this state of the record, it is clear that claimant has made out a case of 
disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war, for which, 
independently of the pension he receives, I consider that he is entitled to an 
award. As stated in other cases, those claimants who had to endure the brutal 
treatment of the salt mines, have almost all come out impaired in health. 
Claimant is no exception. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to 
claimant of $1,000.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 1897—ARCHIBALD TAYLOR 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 9837. 
He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 24 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915 at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a gunshot wound in the 
back just above the right hip. He was repatriated to England December 12, 
1928. He is in receipt of a 40 per cent disability pension, amounting to $30.00 
per month based on defective hearing, loss of part of the middle and ring fingers 
of the right hand and the gunshot wound in the back. He is unmarried. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed with the T. Eaton Company of Toronto, at a 
salary of $12.00 per week, and since his discharge has resumed work with his 
former employers as parcel inspector, at $22.00 per week. 

He alleges that, while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had 
to work 14 or 15 hours daily as a bricklayer and had two fingers on his right 
hand badly crushed and amputated. Lack of medical attention while suffering 
from wounds developed a cold which, due to neglect, resulted in deafness. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant declares that he lay on the field of battle for 36 hours, and, when 
picked up, had a very heavy cold for which he was refused treatment. He was 
taken to Celle-lager and sent out as a labourer. While working upon a brick 
making machine two fingers of his right hand were badly smashed and mangled, 
necessitating their amputation two days later. He complains that he did not 
receive prompt medical attention for this wound. Claimant has no particular 
complaint, as to brutality or violence and confines his grievances to lack af 
treatment for his ears and fingers. In addition he declares that the hours of 
work were too long. As to the impairment to his hearing, claimant admits that 
this may have had its origin through the concussion of shell explosions. He 
declares also that he attributes this condition to the long hours standing at work. 
He insists that this trouble first became evident in the German hospital, but his 
medical history file indicates quite clearly that trouble with his ears was noted 
prior to capture, viz, in March 1915; the place of origin being stated as “France” 
and the cause “infection”; following a severe cold. The loss of claimant’s fingers 
was the result of an accident and there is nothing in the record to establish 
maltreatment, either as to origin or treatment, for the injury. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia and has 
lost the third and fourth fingers of the right hand. His percentage of disability 
is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who testified on behalf. of 
claimant, merely spoke generally as to his nervous condition, noted the loss of 
two fingers, confirmed the defective hearing and was of opinion claimant’s 
condition would not improve. 

As will appear from the foregoing, claimant has quite failed to establish that 
his impaired hearing results from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The 
condition of his hand was the result of an accident. I am of opinion that the 
claim is one properly for the Board of Pension Commissioners. They have dealt 
with the case and I cannot find that claimant is entitled to an award from this 
Commission. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Ottawa, December 7, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1898—WILLIAM WALKER 


The claimant was a Private in the Princess Patricia Canadian Light 
Infantry—Regimental Number 100. He enlisted on the 24th August, 1914, at 
the age of 32. He was taken prisoner 8th May, 1915, wounded in the right 
side with a bayonet. He was repatriated to England on the 5th December, 
1918. He is in receipt of a 30 per cent disability pension, amounting to $39 
per month, based upon “Pulmonary T.B. and Sinusitis”. He is married and has 
two children. Prior to enlistment, he was a carpenter and hardwood floor 
finisher, at the then prevailing rate of pay of 50 cents per hour. He is now 
employed as a messenger with a Trust Company, at $100 per month. 

Claimant alleges that whilst a prisoner of war he was subjected to mal- 
treatment which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He states that 
whilst ill he was forced to go to work and complains of the long hours, heavy 
labour, beatings and general abuse. For an attempted escape he was beaten 
and had his jaw smashed. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp, where he received medical attention 
for his wounds. He was then sent out to a working party at the Geisweid Iron 
Mines. He attempted to escape, was recaptured and brutally beaten by guards, 
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his Jaw broken and several teeth knocked out. He was rendered unconscious. 
This occurrence is borne out by the testimony of a fellow prisoner. He then 
underwent a Court Martial at Giessen and was given 14 days solitary confine- 
ment, without any medical care for his injured mouth. Later at Neiderwollief, 
for striking a guard he was again beaten, court martialled and sentenced to 3 
months, which he spent in prison at Cologne, in solitary confinement. He 
attributes a lung condition from which he suffers to the damp and cold of this 
confinement. He was later operated upon for his mouth and antrum condition, 
without anaesthetic. 

The medical record indicates that claimant shows evidence of tubercular 
infection of the left lung, suffers from chronic infection of left antrum and 
general physical debility. His percentage of disability is stated at 40 per cent. 
The medical history files confirm the pulmonary condition which is stated as 
the reason for pension, together with sinusitis. Dr. O. J. 8. Little, who testified 
on behalf claimant, considers claimant capable only of light sedentary work. 

While claimant is in receipt of pension for the lung and sinus conditions, 
the record indicates that the “infected antrum” had its origin in Germany in 
1917 and it is a fair assumption that it was brought about by the beating he 
received upon recapture after his attempt to escape. I regard the punishment 
meted out as entirely beyond reasonable bounds and constituting maltreatment 
in the sense of the reparation provisions of the Treaty of Versailles. Having 
established maltreatment with resulting disability, claimant is entitled to an 
award. I would, accordingly, reeommend payment to him of $700 with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date 


of payment. 
. ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 


CASE 1899—JAMES SULLIVAN 


The claimant was a Private in the Third Battalion—Regimental number 
9962. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 29 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering 
from the effects of gas. He was repatriated to England in December, 1918. He 
has made application for a pension. He was married in 1921 and has three 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed with the Toronto Fire Depart- 
ment, at a salary of $13 per week, and since his discharge, has been engaged 
as fe elevator operator with the T. Eaton Co., his present salary being $24 a 
week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment, 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of numerous 
beatings at different camps and solitary confinement after being sentenced to 
be shot, being struck with the butt of a rifle which affected his eyesight, work- 
ing in an iron mine for one year affecting his lungs and heart. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen Camp. He was badly beaten by the 
guards because he could not understand the orders given him in German. As 
a result of this beating he was laid up for two weeks. He was transferred to 
Limburg Camp, where he was invited and exhorted to join the ‘‘Casement 
Battalion’’, which was being recruited amongst the Irish Catholic prisoners. For 
refusing to accede to this invitation, he was badly beaten and thrown into cells 
after a so called trial for insubordination. Claimant did not understand the 
proceedings but found himself in solitary confinement for 28 days. He was 
then sent to work on a farm at Naoma where he was again badly beaten because 
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he had, in his ignorance of their employment, broken some tools. In barracks 
he was further beaten for failing to clean the rooms to the satisfaction of the 
guards. He was also lined up to be shot by the guards and then placed in cells 
for seven days. Doubtful of claimant’s sanity, he was transferred to Luneberg, 
where, upon a working party, under the pretext that he was inciting his fellow 
prisoners to mutiny, he was badly battered and ascribes his present poor vision 
to the effects of this beating. He received further ill treatment at an Iron 
Works where he was compelled to work for long hours upon insufficient food. 
He contracted the “flu’’, with other prisoners, and was denied medical attention, 
and made to work before he had recovered, even after the date of the Armistice. 
He ascribes his lung and heart condition to these incidents. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from a dry pleuritic 
condition at the base of the left. lung, eye trouble, and some deafness. Dr. J. 
M. Dalrymple, who testified on behalf of claimant, cannot speak as to the eye 
condition. It appears from claimant’s medical history files that he was dis- 
charged as fit, “all systems normal and eye condition same as on enlistment.” 
Dr. Dalrymple attributes the chest and heart condition to the attack of “flu” 
from which claimant suffered, with possibly the effects of gas as a contributing 
factor. His chest condition is declared to be the more serious. His potential 
disability is rated at 50 per cent. , 

On the whole, having regard to the nature of claimant’s disabilities, I 
cannot find that these are wholly or in part the result of maltreatment at the 
hands of the enemy. He has failed to establish the connexity between his 
present condition and the maltreatment complained of. His chest condition is 
probably the result of flu and the effects of gas. His eye sight has not deter- 
iorated due to imprisonment. It is as it was on enlistment. I must, accordingly, 
disallow the claim. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 1900—JOHN ALFRED McCALLUM 


The claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental number 8469. 
He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 26 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, wounded in the right arm and 
suffering from gas. He was repatriated to England January 1, 1919. He is in 
receipt of an 18% disability pension, amounting to $21.00 per month, based on 
neurosis and gunshot wound in the right arm. He was married June 27, 1919, 
and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a barber at a 
wage of $25.00 per week, and since his discharge has resumed his trade, with the 
T. Eaton Co., Toronto, at $25.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being beaten, 
made to work when unfit, exposure and starvation and finally that he was com- 
pelled to work for two years in the salt mines under conditions of the greatest 
hardship. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was taken to Giessen camp, was beaten for not doing enough work 
but has no serious complaint as to his treatment in this camp. Removed to 
Selle-lager, he was transferred to Ostenholzenmoor and set to work in January 
weather in the water, upon ditches. He was hit and rendered unconscious for an 
hour for not working satisfactorily, and spent three weeks in hospital as a result 
of this treatment. This statement is corroborated by a fellow prisoner. Sent to 
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a farm, claimant escaped, was recaptured, taken to Celle-lager, where his punish- 
ment consisted in being tied to posts for 8 hours a day and beaten while so tied. 
This lasted for 18 days when he was placed in close confinement for 60 days. 
He was then sent to the ill famed Beienrode salt mines where he remained for 
two years and sustained the unusually cruel and brutal treatment spoken of by 
other prisoners (see Case 1875). He was beaten and on one occasion broke his 
arm as the result of an accident in the mines. He received no medical treatment 
for the arm and still suffers from it. He complains of his eyes, his stomach and 
a nervous condition which impairs his earning ability. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, chronic 
vastro-enteritis and disability of the right arm. His percentage of disability is 
placed at 50 per cent. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who testified on behalf of claimant, 
declares that his nervous condition has been very unstable and unsatisfactory, 
that claimant suffers from some deafness and is incapacitated in his employment. 

Having regard to the observations contained in Opinion annexed to the 
present report, and taking into consideration the fact that claimant spent two 
vears in the notorious Beienrode salt mines, I have reached the conclusion that 
a part at least of his present disability may be traced to maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. Very few, if any, prisoners withstood the rigours of the salt 
mines without some resultant disability. I would, accordingly, recommend a 
payment to claimant of $600 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 1901—HERBERT FRANKS 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 9674. 
He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 28 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, at the battle of St. Julien, slightly wounded and gassed. He was 
released December 8, 1918, and reached England on the 10th of that month. 
He is not in receipt of pension and is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a fireman on the Grand Trunk Railroad, at a wage of $60 per 
month, and since his discharge has been employed as night cleaner at the new 
union station in Toronto, at a wage of $21.50 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had 
to work long hours daily (12 hours) in the stone quarries for three and a half 
years. Had his nose broken by a guard with a rifle, causing a serious impedi- 
ment in his speech. He also suffers from nerves and stomach trouble. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Slightly wounded and gassed when captured, claimant was taken to Giessen 
camp, where he remained about a month and was then sent to a stone quarry at 
Huesten. Here he remained for the duration of his captivity. He is quite frank 
in stating that violence and brutality could be avoided. In his own words: 
“T did not look for trouble. I saw enough of it.” Apparently, with one excep- 
tion, he was successful. He was struck on the nose with the butt end of a rifle 
for not doing what he was told. His nose was broken and it is suggested that 
the result of this injury has been to impair his speech. Claimant worked long 
hours, upon poor food and in unhealthy conditions. He complains chiefly of his 
nerves and also suffers from his digestion. 
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The medical record indicates that claimant is suffering from neurasthenia, 
asthenia and general debility. His percentage of disability is declared at 100 
per cent in his calling and 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. 
Mortimer Fleming, who testified on behalf of claimant, attributes the impedi- 
ment in speech to neurasthenia and his generally impaired health to the condi- 
tions which have been reported to him to have existed in the German prison 
camps. Claimant’s prognosis is unfavourable, but it cannot be said definitely 
that any particular maltreatment has been the cause. 

In these circumstances, having regard to the general observations contained in 
Opinion annexed to this report, it is difficult to establish the connexity between 
maltreatment suffered at the hands of the enemy and claimant’s present condition. 
I consider that claimant has failed to make out a case, and his claim must, accord- 


ingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
. Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 1902—SAMUEL PORTER 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 10065. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 18 years. He was taken prisoner on April 
24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from gas. He 
was rapatriated to England January, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension. He 
was married in March, 1919, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
working as a truckman at the T. Eaton Co., at a salary of $10.00 per week. He is 
at present employed in the Toronto Fire Department, at a salary of $1,950.00 per 
annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of eye trouble, 
which is apparently a pre-war disability, fractured ribs, an appendix condition, 4 
teeth knocked out by a sentry and a bayonet wound in ‘the right hip, also caused 
by a sentry. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 


Claimant was first taken to Roulers and thence to Roback and put to work in 
a foundry. For an attempt to escape claimant was hit over the head with the butt 
end of a rifle and a gash opened over the right eye, rendering him unconscious. 
He also got 7 or 14 days in cells as a punishment. He was removed to a stone 
quarry and then to a farm. At the latter place a fight seems to have arisen 
between the prisoners ‘and the civilian guards. The military sentries were called 
in and in the skirmish which ensued, claimant received a kick in the mouth which 
knocked out four teeth and was struck on the hip with a bayonet. This bayonet 
wound incapacitated him for 6 months, but has left no disability. As further 
punishment claimant and other prisoners were made to stand to attention for 4 
hours at a time. He was next sent to the salt mines at Gretham for 11 months, 
but does not complain of any particular maltreatment here. He had boils which 
received very scant attention, but no disability has been shown to flow therefrom. 
Claimant was next sent to Krupps Munition plant, where for refusing to work, he 
was beaten. His next camp was Saltau where he was given solitary confinement 
for 25 days. He developed flu and received no treatment. So harsh was the treat- 
ment that claimant attempted to injure himself in order to escape work, by 
dropping a stone on his foot. He speaks of receiving glasses here for the first time. 
They were sent him by his mother. He attributes the weakness in his eyes to the 
effects of gas, aggravated by poor food and hard work. He also complains of his 
stomach, but declares that “the only thing worrying me is my eyes.” 
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The medical record indicates that claimant is suffering from hypermetropic 
astigmatism, chronic appendicitis, old fractured ribs causing pain, and loss of 4 
front teeth. Dr. Frank Park, who testified on behalf of claimant, declares that 
claimant’s principal disability results from a chronic appendix, which, however, is 
operative. He speaks of the scar on claimant’s head over the eye, but is of opinion 
this carries no disability. The fractured ribs produce some but little disability, 
being sensitive. There is a scar on the right hip, indicative of a stab wound, but 
this causes no disability. In speaking of claimant’s eye condition, Dr. Park says 
this is not the result of service, but was a pre-existing condition, which may 
become aggravated by service. In Dr. Park’s words “he has always had that.” 
This statement is borne out by claimant’s medical history files. 


In this state of the record, I have reached the conclusion that claimant, 
though roughly treated as a prisoner of war, has suffered no disability which 
would entitle him to an award under the relevant sections of the Treaty of Ver- 
sailles. The eye condition was pre-existing, the loss of teeth was due to a 
scuffle with guards who were entitled to subdue what must have appeared to have 
been a riot, and the appendix condition is not shown to have resulted from 
maltreatment. On the whole therefore, I must disallow the claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 1910—FREDERICK BONE 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27174. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21. He-is married and has 
four. children. He was taken prisoner at Ypres, April 24, 1915, unwounded. 
| He was repatriated to England December 3, 1918. Prior to enlistment, he was 
a locomotive wiper on the C.P.R. at wages of 16 cents per hour. He is now a 
machine operator with the Canada Wire Cloth Company, at 45 cents per hour. 
He was originally in receipt of a pension of $11.50 per month, which he com- 
muted in 1921. He came back on pension in October, 1930, at $30.00 per month. 
The records disclose that this pension was granted by reason of neurosis. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has result in pecuniary damage to him. In particular he complains of 
loss of health, a nervous condition and stomach trouble induced by insufficient 
and bad food whilst in prison comp. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant spent practically the whole period of his captivity attached to 
Giessen camp, but was sent upon working parties in the vicinity. He complains 
chiefly of the bad and inadequate food, and has no particular complaint as to 
brutality and violence at the hands of the guards. At a sawmill, where he 
worked in 1918, abscesses broke out on his thigh. Applying for medical treat- 
ment he was locked up for three days, given water but no food and then marched 
back to Giessen, a distance of several miles. He suffered greatly from boils, 
which he attributes to undernourishment. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from nervous exhaustion, 
insomnia, depression, soreness in stomach and abdomen, shaking of the head and 
is startled by noises. His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per cent. Dr. A. 
M. Bell, who testified on behalf of claimant, describes him as a nervous wreck and 
speaks of a stomach condition. Claimant does not appear to lose much time 
from his work. In Dr. Bell’s opinion, claimant’s conditions could result from the 
history he. gives of his experiences. 
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This is clearly one of those difficult cases in which malnutrition and hard 
work combined have impaired claimant’s health. Having regard to the general 
observations contained in Opinion annexed to the present report, I do not con- 
sider that claimant has shown that his disability results from maltreatment. 
He was compelled to submit to conditions which were general throughout 
Germany and, if his health has been impaired as a result, I regard that condition 
as purely pensionable. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. MecDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1911—JAMES JACKSON CONNOLLY 


The claimant was a private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27181. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 18. He was taken prisoner a\ 
Ypres, April 24, 1915, slightly wounded and gassed. He was repatriated to 
England in December, 1918. He was married in June, 1921, and has one child. 
Prior to enlistment, he was apprenticed to the Taylor Safe Works, Toronto, at 
the rate of $12.00 per week. He is now permanently employed by the Post Office 
at $85.00 per month. He is in receipt of a pension of $23.00 per month, based 
upon bronchitis and nephritis. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. In particular he complains that 
he was compelled to work in a stone quarry, that he was unjustifiably struck in 
the mouth, resulting in the loss of teeth, that. he was subjected to exposure, 
starvation and general abuse, affecting his health. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was taken to Gottingen camp, to which he remained attached for 
the duration of his eaptivity, except for occasions when he went out on working 
parties. He complains that on the way to Gottingen, he was struck in the mouth 
by a guard and had several teeth knocked out for picking up a cigarette butt 
and, as a result, later, in the salt mines, his teeth became badly infected and he 
has lost most of them. At a stone quarry near Gottingen he, with other prisoners, 
was compelled to remain out in the rain, unclothed, for a full day and, as a result, 
contracted a heavy cold which remained with him. For refusing to work at a 
munitions plant, he, with other prisoners, was beaten and sent to the salt mines 
at Sarstedt, where he apparently spent three years and six months, working 
underground under conditions of great hardship and brutality. Claimant ascribes 
his present kidney affection to poisoning while working in the salt mines. He 
speaks of an incident of a drunken guard who came back to the barracks, 
aroused the prisoners and smashed them with his fist as they passed him. 
Claimant, in particular, was knocked downstairs and injured his toe. In Com- 
mon with other prisoners who were in the salt mines, claimant declares that he 
was covered with salt sores or boils for which he received no medical attention. 

The medical record indicates that claimant is suffering from chronic 
bronchitis, neurasthenia, nephritis, defective teeth and injured large toe joint. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent in his own calling and at 
30 per cent in the general labour market. No medical evidence was adduced 
before the Commission apart from the affidavit of Dr. R. P. Turner. The medical 
history files indicate, as above stated, that claimant is in receipt of a pension for 
bronchitis and nephritis. 

In this state of the record, the medical evidence, establishing a disability 
which may be traced to maltreatment while a prisoner of war, is not very 
complete. Having regard, however, to the general observations contained in the 
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‘Opinion annexed to this report and, in particular, the fact that claimant spent 
three years and eight months of his captivity in the salt mines, I am of opinion 
that he has suffered disability which may be ascribed to maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend payment to claimant of 
$700.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 
10, 1920 to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 

Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 1912—GEORGE HENRY JOHNSON 


The claimant was a Private (Sniper) in the 8rd Battalion—Regimental 
number 10044. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 27 years. He was 
taken prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres. When captured he 
was wounded by shrapnel in the chest, ankle, and back of the head, also gassed. 
He was repatriated to England December 15, 1918. He was awarded a pension, 
but the amount thereof was not known at the date of the hearing. Prior to 
enlistment, he was engaged as Sales Manager. In his questionnaire he gives his 
salary at $300.00 per month, but in his evidence as $200.00 per month. Since 
his discharge he has held several positions, but at the date of the hearing of his 
claim, he was unemployed. 

Claimant alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreat- 
ment which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He states that nine teeth 
were knocked out, one ear-drum is ruptured, a bone in his nose is broken, and 
his vision has become defective. He also states that whilst in prison camp he had 
an attack of Spanish Grippe, and that this, by reason of inattention on the part 
of the German authorities, has reacted unfavourably upon his health. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— . 

Claimant, though wounded when captured, was subjected to rough treatment 
on the way to Roulers. He finally reached Giessen camp and was sent out on a 
farm to work. He complains of no incidents of maltreatment, until he reached 
Huesten in East Prussia. For refusing to do the work required of him he was 
kicked, hit in the mouth with the butt of a rifle and had four teeth knocked out. 
Then, made to work in the blast furnaces, he collapsed due to the excessive heat 
when forced to siand within 3 feet of the furnace doors. Claimant became 
recognized as the leader of his party and received heavier punishment than did the 
others. He sustained burns whilst working on the furnaces and contracted “flu”, 
for which he received no medical attention. He complains chiefly of the blow 
on the mouth which besides knocking out teeth, damaged his mouth. The pains 
in the head he considers may result from his original wounds. He also suffers 
from his heart and nerves and has some stomach trouble. He attributes defective 
vision to the blow on the head above referred to. | 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from impaired vision left 
eye, ruptured ear drum (left) resulting chronic otitis media with deafness, nasal 
obstruction left side—almost constant headaches, gastronomical disturbances, 
and chronic tuberculosis. Of these ailments, the Pension Tribunal has found that 
bronchitis, defective hearing and defective vision are attributable to military 
service. Dr. 8. G. Henry furnished a certificate as to the disabilities above 
referred to, but did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical 
history files do not disclose any particular disability. 

Claimant’s pension files cast doubt upon his credibility. In letter addressed 
to the Pensions Board he declares that through “continual soup diet my teeth 
went bad and I bad 9 double teeth drawn, two upper and seven lower.” I do not 
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think that he has been successful in showing that his impaired vision and . 
defective hearing were due to maltreatment. His remaining disabilities are, I 
consider, more properly ascribable to service. In these circumstances, viewing 
all the facts, I consider that claimant has failed to discharge the burden of 
showing a present disability resulting from maltreatment. The claim must, 


accordingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 1913—RALPH B. WALLACE 


The claimant was a Private in the 75th Battalion—Regimental number 
228024. He enlisted February 24, 1916, at the age of 18 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 9, 1917, suffering from a gunshot wound in the forehead. He was 
repatriated to England December 7, 1918. He is in receipt of a 60 per cent 
disability pension amounting to $87. 00 per month, based on tuberculosis of the 
lungs, and heart trouble. He was married September 2, 1920, and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was a student, and since his discharge, he has 
been a Civil Servant in the employ of the Ontario Government, at a present 
salary of $1,500.00 per annum. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war pe was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He states that he suffers from 
chest and lung trouble, and that certain inoculations to which he was subjected 
affected his heart. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 18 months, first at Munster 
hospital and camp, then at Dulmen and finally at Essen. He complains that 
the head wound from which he was suffering received improper medical atten- 
tion, and that it was only at Essen, towards the end of his captivity, that the 
bullet was removed by a German doctor, who performed the operation without 
anesthetic. At Dulmen claimant received a number of inoculations which made 
him very ill. He suggests, but, of course, is unable to prove, that he was 
deliberately inoculated with tuberculosis. It would appear that he was being 
given protection against cholera. At all events, he ascribes his present condition 
oi tuberculosis (for which he receives a pension) to these inoculations. He was 
sent to work in the coal mines near Essen and because he could not carry on, 
due to his weakened condition, was punched in the face and beaten. Apart from 
his lung condition, claimant speaks of his heart as troubling him and baat he is 
generally run down and debilitated. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from tuberculosis of the 
lungs and mitral stenosis. His percentage of disability is stated at 60 per cent 
in his own calling and at 100 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. G. 
Douglass Jeffs, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission 
in support of claimant’s case. He infers from claimant’s history that the tuber- 
culosis might well have resulted from the treatment received, but scouts the 
idea that the inoculations were administered from any sinister motive. 


It is probable, from a perusal of the evidence, that claimant’s illness dates 
from the inoculations referred to. Leaving aside the suggestion above referred 
to, the mere fact of inoculation of a prisoner of war cannot, per se, be regarded 
as maltreatment. On the contrary, it would evidence a desire to protect the 
patient from contagion. That his system may not have been able to assimilate 
the treatment cannot, in my view, be laid at the door of the Germans. Osten- 
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sibly they gave him proper treatment. That it acted unfavourably is unfor- 
tunate. Claimant is in receipt of a pension for his ailment, and I regard this 
as the measure of his recourse. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


-ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 1915—GEORGE STEVENS 


The claimant was a Private in the 20th Battalion—Regimental number 
57727. He enlisted in November, 1914, at the age of 26 years. He was taken 
prisoner June 2, 1916, at Ypres, unwounded, but states that he had been gassed 
just previously. He was repatriated to England December 9, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a disability pension, amounting to $20.00 per month (including his 
wife’s proportion) based on “ chronic bronchitis.” He was married in 1919 but 
has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a structural steel 
worker at a salary of from $20.00 to $25.00 per week, but since his discharge 
has never had a steady position. He does odd jobs of painting and gardening. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he received beat- 
ings with clubs, rifle butts and rubber tubing. He alleges that he suffers from 
shock, nerve strain and debility, also that he has a chest condition. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 


Claimant spent 6 months at Dulmen camp. He complains of frequent 
- inoculations and was beaten with rubber hose on one occasion for reporting sick. 
For refusing to work at Munster, in a munitions factory, he was put in cells. 
He was sent to Minden for a couple of months and then spent 19 months in the 
coal mines at Friederichsfeld. He was beaten for reporting sick and speaks of 
the conditions as particularly harsh. He points to a scar over his eye as the 
mark of a cut received during this beating. Claimant attributes to these experi- 
ences nervous debility and general shock to his system, with some chest. affec- 
tion. 7 

~The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
of asthmatic type. His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per cent. Dr. 
F. R. Carson, who certifies to the foregoing did not appear before the Com- 
mission. There is also a certificate from Dr. Gordon W. Armstrong declaring 
claimant suffers from bronchial condition, shock and neurasthenia. His con- 
dition shows no improvement. Claimant’s medical history files speak of a gen- 
erally weakened condition, ascribed to treatment as a prisoner of war. 


I am inclined to think that the bronchial condition is of service origin and 
due to gas with probable aggravation due to the long period claimant was com- 
pelled to work in the coal mines. Claimant was subjected to general rough treat- 
ment as a prisoner, and [ think the record justifies a finding that his present 
condition results from such treatment, particularly having regard to the con- 
ditions which prevailed in the coal mines, as to which we have evidence. I 
would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of $500 with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of 
payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 
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CASE 1916—CHARLES SINCLAIR PARSONS 


The claimant was born in Canada and enlisted with the Officers Training 
Corps in 1915. He was a Lieutenant in the 227th Battalion and later took out 
an Imperial commission with the Royal Naval Air Service, receiving his appoint- 
ment on April 7, 1917. He was taken prisoner April 22, 1918, as the result 
of a crash while flying, and was suffering with wounds in the face, eye and leg 
at the time of capture. He was repatriated to England on December 18, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of pension. He was married May 25, 1925, and has no 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a surveyor and prospector, 
earning from $1.000 {00 to $1, 500. 00 per annum, and since his discharge has been 
employed as a mining engineer and professional geologist, earning anywhere 
from $2,000,00 to $7,500.00 per annum, but was unemployed at the time of the 
hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of permanent 
injury, due to the failure on the part of the Germans to give him reasonable 
medical attention and transportation, although all facilities were available, in 
well organized territory. He suffers as the result of poor food. He received a 
beating with rifle butts after the escape of a fellow prisoner. He states that 
his left ankle becomes painful and swollen under any strain and that the per- 
manent disablement of this leg is due to the lack of attention by the Germans. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was brought down and captured in the water off Zeebruge, a few 
days before the blockade. His complaint is confined to disability resulting from 
lack of medical attention to his injured ankle, although in his statement of 
claim, above, he refers to other incidents of maltreatment. He received some 
attention at Zeebruge, but in being made to walk to the train without crutches, 
with his injured leg dangling, the injury was intensified and it is his contention 
that the disability is now greater than it would otherwse have been. He speaks 
of having received a beating at Zeldenz in connection with the escape of a 
prisoner, but suffered no disability therefrom. 

The medical record, consisting of the certificate of Dr. Graham Chambers, 
reads as follows: “States left ankle under influence of any strain becomes 
painful and slightly swollen. Becomes unable to walk.’ No percentage of 
disability is stated. There is nothing unusual in claimant’s medical files. 

The original injury appears to me to be the cause of any disability which 
claimant suffers. I cannot say that the record would justify a finding that 
the injury was aggravated by anything which occurred to claimant whilst a 
prisoner. I regard the claim, if any, as one purely for the attention of the 
Board of Pension Commissioners. It must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 1917—WILLIAM FRASER 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27597. He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly wounded 
in the back with ‘shrapnel, and suffering from gas. He is not in receipt) of 
pension although his application is pending and has apparently been granted 
although the rating has not been fixed. It is based on chronic bronchitis, neu- 
rasthenia and gastritis. He was married February 28, 1920, and has one ‘child. 
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Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a blacksmith, earning $15.00 per 
week and since his discharge he has tried his former occupation but could not 
continue and is now a street car conductor earning $23.00 per week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been struck 
a blow on the back of the head with a rifle butt in the hands of a guard, from 
which he has suffered ever since, being subject to loss of memory and inability 
to concentrate. Gets splitting headaches and has had some five fits since his 
return. He still bears scars from bayonet pricks and during his imprisonment, 
suffered with boils which were lanced and left undressed, permitting salt from 
the mines where he was working to enter the open wounds. He also suffers 
with gastritis and irregular heart action and is unable to do any manual labour 
or work requiring strain or concentration. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was sent, through Gottingen and Celle-lager, to the notorious salt 
mines at Beienrode, where he remained for three and a half years, all of which 
time, except for six months in hospital, he was working in the salt mines under — 
conditions with which we are familiar. (See Case 1875). His story resembles 
that of other prisoners in this camp and consists of a recital of beatings, blows, 
kicks, exposure and general deprivation. It is unnecessary to detail the incidents 
of maltreatment, which are summarized above as contained in claimant’s state- 
ment of claim and are borne out by the evidence. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from gastritis and irre- 
gular action of the heart. His percentage of disability is unstated. Dr. E. F. 
Boire, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical files show some heart affection with evidence of bronchitis. 


I think I may say, as I have in other cases coming from the salt mines, 
that it is surprising that claimant does not suffer a greater disability from his 
experience as a prisoner. ‘The conditions were so cruel and brutal and the work 
so heavy as to amount, in the language of Lord Justice Younger to “a singularly 
cruel and dangerous form of slavery”. (See Opinion annexed to present report). 
Claimant has, I consider, made out a case of maltreatment whilst a prisoner 
of war, resulting in disability to him. In the circumstances, I would recommend 
a payment to him of $600 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 1918—GEORGE WILLIAM FROST 


The claimant was a Lance-Corporal with the 10th Battalion—Regimental 
number 20477. He enlisted September 23, 1914 at the age of 42 years. He 
was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded 
but suffering from gas. He was repatriated to England June 15, 1918. He is 
in receipt of 100 per cent disability pension, amounting to $94.08 per month for 
himself and wife, based on neurasthenia, myocarditis, sciatica and bronchitis. 
He was married at the time of enlistment and had then a son aged 16 years. 
Prior to enlistment, he was master of a tug boat on the Pacific coast at a salary 
of $125 per month and board for himself and his wife and after his discharge has 
merely been able to eke out an existence with jobs held only for short periods of 
time. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had 
his shoulder fractured when pushed down some steps by a German guard, also 
had the third finger on his left hand broken; that he was repeatedly beaten, 
made to do hard labour and placed in confinement. His health and nerves are 
ruined and his release was effected through the intervention of the King of Spain 
to whom his wife had written. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant is also a veteran of the South African war and, as above stated, 
was 42 years of age when he enlisted in 1914. He was suffering from the effects 
of gas when captured and spent some time at Giessen camp, was transferred to 
Friedberg in 1916 and back to Giessen in 1917, from which latter camp he was 
sent out on working parties, notably to Geisweid Iron Works. Claimant appears 
to have aroused the particular hostility of his guards, through his efforts to 
facilitate the escape of a British officer, and his general unbending attitude to his 
captors, for which conduct he has been commended by the military authorities. 
As a marked man, he was singled out for rough handling and was frequently 
beaten and driven to work at the most arduous of tasks. Knocked down on one 
occasion, his shoulder was fractured and gave him intense pain for months, but 
he was driven to work notwithstanding his condition. For his share in the 
attempted escape of Captain Walker, he was beaten and sent to Butsbach Peni- 
tentiary for 21 days. Claimant entered Germany a strong, healthy man and 
emerged a wreck of his former self. It is true that his age may have*rendered 
him less capable of resisting the treatment meted out, but a study of the record 
creates the conviction that he was exposed to the deliberae malignity of his 
captors. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
insomnia, persistent headache and myocarditis. His percentage of disability is 
stated at 100 per cent. Dr. Frederick Inglis, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission, but it is evident from claimant’s appearance 
that he is broken in health beyond what his years would normally show and is 
quite incapable of supporting himself. While his medical history files indicate 
dyspnoea on exertion, which may be the result of gas when captured, I have 
become convinced that claimant’s general condition was aggravated by the 
unjustifiable treatment he underwent in Germany. 

Viewing the case as a whole, I have no hesitation in finding that claimant 
was subjected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war which has resulted in 
disability to him. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of 
$1,600.00 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 
10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1919—JOHN THOMPSON HEWITT 


The claimant was a Lance Corporal in the 3rd Battalion, Regimental number 
9206. He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 31 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 1915, at the Second Battle of Ypres, suffering from a wound in the head. 
He was exchanged to Holland early in 1918 and repatriated to England on the 
18th of November 1918. He is in receipt of a disability pension amounting to 
$7.50 per month, based on “ fracturing index and middle fingers right hand.” 
He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed at the City Hall, 
Toronto, at a salary of $19.50 per week, and since his discharge has been 
similarly employed, at a present salary of $1,700 per annum. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that his hand 
was smashed between two trucks whilst he was working in a salt mine, and that 
he was compelled to continue working. He complains also of damage to his 
feet from wearing wooden clogs. He alleges a state of nervousness and stomach 
trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant limits his claim to the injury to his two fingers, and a nervous 
condition. His fingers were caught accidentally in the coupling of two trucks 
upon which he was working at, or near, Eschede. Although he asked for medical 
attention, none was given him for six days and when he finally saw the doctor, 
blood poisoning had set in. He was operated upon and has no complaint as to 
the treatment then given him, but contends that the disability which remains 
from this injury was due to wilful disregard of the wound. At Giessen, Saltau, 
Lichtenhorst, Grossenweidenmoor and Hameln camps, claimant does not com- 
plain particularly of ill treatment. He was in the salt mines for 84 months. He 
made several unsuccessful attempts to escape and was confined to cells as punish- 
ment. He speaks of enforced punishment drill, general rough usage, poor food 
and injury to his feet through being compelled to wear wooden clogs. 

The medical record indicates that claimant’s right hand is injured—index 
and ring fingers—partly paralysed, that he suffers from nervousness and shortness 
of breath—nervous gastritis. His percentage of disability is stated at from 
20 per cent to 50 per cent. Dr. F. N. Feader, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files refer only 
to the injury to his hand and fingers. In other respects he is declared to be 
fit. 

The injury to claimant’s fingers was accidental in origin. It has not been 
demonstrated that had he received immediate medical attention, the fingers 
_ would not have been disabled. He admits that the treatment, when received, 
was good. In the absence of proof establishing the connexity between the dis- 
ablement and the treatment complained of, as also some better proof as to the 
other disabilities referred to, claimant cannot succeed. Claimant’s recourse is 
properly before the Board of Pension Commissioners. I am, accordingly, com- 
pelled to disallow the claim. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. Commuassioner. 


CASE 1920—MAJOR THOMAS VENABLES SCUDAMORE 


The claimant was a Captain in the 7th Battalion when captured. He en- 
listed in August 1914 at the age of 25 years. He was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915 at St. Julien, suffering from shrapnel wound in the head and from gas. He 
was released to Switzerland in December 1916 and repatriated to England March 
14, 1918. He is in receipt of a 30 per cent disability pension, amounting to 
$41.50 per month, based on defective vision, aggravated on active service, 
neurasthenia and gastric neurosis. He was married August 24, 1919 and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was a Real Estate agent, earning $2,500 per 
annum, and since his discharge he has been in charge of his own real estate 
business, since 1919. Had to leave it during the whole of 1920 and 1921 and 
again in 1927 for a complete and prolonged rest. His average earnings in the 
years he was able to devote to his business, were $2,500 per annum. The years 
he was compelled to rest he went to Europe and spent much time in hospitals at 
great expense. 
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He alleges that while held prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreat- 
ment which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of worry, 
blows and abuse, constant under feeding, and solitary confinement. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Wounded in the head, when captured, claimant was marched to Roulers, 
where he declares he was beaten over the head with a riding crop by a German 
officer, during the course of an interrogation. He describes the occurrence as 
TONOWSoz a" 4 .ta "24s and he started to thrash me across the head with the riding 
crop, and nothing but the presence of the sentry whom I was able to duck 
behind prevented me from being beaten up. That is the last time I was in any 
way interfered with at all, the first of January, 1916.” This incident occurred 
within eight hours of claimant’s capture. In describing the same incident in 
statement made by claimant upon repatriation (statement dated January 8, 
1917) he says: “I met the same Commandant in the passage; he addressed 
me as ‘Du’, repeatedly struck at me with his riding crop, and cursed me for being 
a Canadian..... ” There is thus some divergence between the testimony given 
by claimant and his earlier statement. It is not clear whether claimant was 
actually struck by the German officer. I have given some prominence to these 
statements, because this is the only incident of maltreatment of which claimant 
complains. He does say that he was given 16 days solitary confinement for an 
attempted escape and that his health was affected thereby, and also speaks of 
his eye condition, but admits quite frankly as his medical history sheets show, 
that this trouble had its origin before the war. His claim is based upon a 
general nervous condition, which resulted in a breakdown in 1920 and again in 
1927, due, claimant alleges, to the general conditions under which he lived, as a 


prisoner of war. 

The medical record is confined to the claimant’s eye condition, his nervous 
system being declared to be normal. No medical evidence was adduced before 
the Commission, nor has any certificate been filled substantiating his con- 
tentions. We are left only with the medical records attached to his pension 
file. As stated, above claimant is in receipt of a pension on the ground of 
defective vision, neurasthenia and gastric neurosis. 

In this state of the record, it is obviously impossible to find that claimant 
was subjected to such maltreatment, while a prisoner of war, as has resulted 
in permanent disability to him. He has failed to discharge the burden rest- 
ing upon him of establishing a case of pecuniary damage through maltreatment 
within the relevant sections of the Treaty of Versailles. His claim must, accord- 
ingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 1921—LEONARD JAMES STANWAY 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 109622. 
He enlisted in November, 1914, at the age of 22 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 3, 1916, slightly wounded in the leg. He was repatriated to England on 
December 5, 1918. He is not in receipt of disability pension, but has applied 
therefor, on the grounds of bronchitis and astigmatism. He was married in July, 
1923, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was in the employ of the Dunlop 
Rubber Company, as a tire maker, at a salary of $15 per week, and since his 
discharge, has been employed as a clerk in the Department of Pensions, at a 
salary of $115 per month. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that poor food, expo- 
sure, and lack of medical attention brought on a chest condition from which 
he still suffers, and that this condition was aggravated by his work in a gas fac- 
tory. He also complains of nervousness. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was taken to Dulmen camp, where he remained ten weeks and has 
nothing to complain of. He was then sent to Duisburg camp and complains of 
being made to work in the wet, to which he attributes a chest condition from 
which he suffers. Claimant presents one of the rare cases in which no complaint 
is made of physical brutality. He declares that he was never beaten and when 
asked how he escaped this treatment makes the very significant reply, “ Keep- 
ing my mouth shut.” He speaks of the doctor as very fair, but attributes his 
weakened chest to exposure and lack of proper medical attention. He complains 
of being made to work in a tin factory, out of Duisburg, where the gas fumes, 
against which he was furnished with practically no protection, aggravated an 
already impaired lung condition. For an attempted escape, claimant received 
only four days confinement upon recapture. Claimant also attributes to these 
experiences astigmatism. 

There is no medical evidence in this case, not even the usual certificate from 
a medical practitioner. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual, 
an entry appearing that pension is under consideration, for bronchitis and astig- 
matism, and that: he had some hospitalization for rheumatic arthritis in 1916. 

Claimant told a pleasingly frank story of his life in Germany, but unfor- 
tunately for his case, he has failed to show any present disability resulting from 
his experiences which can be regarded as maltreatment. The claim fails for lack 
of medical evidence to support it. I would regard the case, in any event if dis- 
ability is shown, as one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commis- 
sioners. It is, accordingly, disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 

Ottawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 1922—JOSEPH 8. McCULLOCH 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier, being a Private in the Ist and 2nd 
Battalions, Sherwood Foresters—Regimental number 10132. He went to France 
in September, 1914, at the age of 18 years. He was taken prisoner October. 
24, 1914, at La Bassee, in France, unwounded. He came to Canada to reside 
November 2, 1919. He was repatriated to England December 14, 1918, after 
being held prisoner for four years and 2 months. He is not in receipt of pen- 
sion. He was married December 24, 1926, and has one child. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed as a butcher’s assistant, at a wage of about $9 per 
week and board and since his discharge he was working for the Ford Motor 
Company at Windsor, Ontario, at six and seven dollars per day. He was laid 
off owing to reduction of staff and was unemployed at the date of the hearing. 

While claimant was an Imperial soldier, the record reveals that he came 
to Canada to reside with his mother in the year 1919. As explained in opinion 
annexed to my Interim Report dealing with civilian cases, the date of the 
ratification of the Treaty of Versailles—January 10, 1920—has been taken 
as constitutive of jurisdiction to claim reparations in Canada. I see no good 
reason to apply a different rule in the case of British soldiers who -took up 
residence in Canada prior to that date. I, therefore, find that claimant is 
entitled to advance his claim for reparations: before this Commission. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of a three-day journey 
to Germany in cattle trucks, his overcoat and shoes were taken from him and 
he was given one slice of bread and water during the journey. Was knocked 
full-length in a puddle of water by a guard and had to sleep soaking wet with- 
out blankets. Was tied to a post on his toes for eight hours. Forced to work 
12 hours per day swinging a fourteen-pound hammer and received beatings for 
any letting up in the work. Then put to work draining marsh land working 
in water to the knees. Given eight days solitary confinement for forgetting 
to salute the commandant. Very cold and had no blankets though it was 
winter. Then placed to work in a coal mine where he received a kick in the 
mouth, losing one tooth. Was confined to the mine for two days without food 
and finally became so ill was sent to hospital with La Grippe. He now suffers 
from kidney trouble due to the work in the marsh bogs, suffering severely from 
headaches, back-aches, nervousness and a cough which might develop into 
tuberculosis. Also has blood in the urine and was told to come to Canada for 
his health. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


The earlier portion of claimant’s case, as summarized in his statement of 
claim, is not borne out by his testimony before the Commission. The conditions 
of life and maltreatment to which he was subjected from the time he reached 
Hameln Camp (October 1914), is covered by his testimony. Claimant spent 
time at Vehnemoor, Recklinghausen and Minden camps and at farms connected 
therewith. Upon returning to England, on the advice of his doctors, claimant 
aon out to Canada with his mother in the hope that the climate would be bene- 
icial. 

The medical evidence consists of a certificate of Dr. E. C. H. Windeler, who 
attended claimant from 1924 to 1930 for headache, pain in the back and haemae- 
turia. Dr. Windeler also declares that claimant’s nervous system is highly strung 
and that he is a very poor sleeper. 

Having regard to the long period of claimant’s captivity—4 years and 3 
months—and the condition in which he was upon enlistment and his condition 
upon discharge, as to which there is evidence in the record, I think it is a fair 
assumption that the maltreatment to which claimant was subjected has resulted 
in considerable impairment to his health. His testimony was clear and con- 
vineing and I have no reason to doubt the accuracy of his story. We have not, 
in this case, the advantage of claimant’s medical files, but I consider that the 
record fully justifies an award in claimant’s favour. I would, accordingly, 
recommend a payment to him of $600, with interest thereon at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 1923—ARTHUR GIBBONS 


The claimant was a Private in the 8rd Battalion—Regimental number 
10122. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 18 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a 
shrapnel wound in the thigh. He was repatriated to England August 25, 1915, 
having been released through Holland. He is in receipt of a 40 per cent dis- 
ability pension, amounting to $52.00 per month, based on the condition of his 
right leg and right ankle. He was married May 1, 1920, and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a clerk with the Toronto Electric Light 
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Company, earning $70.00 per month, and since his discharge has acted as 
Secretary-Treasurer of the Canadian Legion until May, 1928, at a salary of 
$150.00 per month. From that time he has been employed as a salesman on 
commission, earning approximately an average of $100.00 per month, and by 
the Board of Pension Commissioners as an investigator. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that owing to 
neglect and malpractice on the part of the German medical authorities, his right 
leg was either not set or was wrongly set, causing permanent shortening of the 
leg and loss of the use of the foot. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant’s case is confined to malpractice on the part of the German medical 
authorities, which has resulted in an aggravation of the original injury, involv- 
ing increased disability. Claimant was a prisoner for about four months, 
during which time he was in hospital at Handzame and Thourout in Belgium, 
and Giessen in Germany. He complains first that he received no treatment for 
sixteen days for his shattered thigh. He speaks of an operation at Handzame, 
under anesthetic, but declares that the treatment, whatever it was, was improper. 
At Thourout, he accuses the attending surgeon of deliberate torture by twisting 
the wounded leg, declares that no splints or extensions were applied, but admits 
that finally, when this surgeon had been removed, apparently because of ineffi- 
ciency, “they put a thing on my leg.’ Arrived at Giessen, the wound had 
healed and-claimant was able to hobble about. He has no complaint as to his 
treatment here. 


Claimant’s statement, upon repatriation, which is of record, contrasts 
unfavourably with his testimony. In this statement, which he does not now 
recollect, he declares that he was well treated by the doctors. As to Thourout, 
he makes the same declaration and at Giesson the statement continues, “ doctor 
_ here was very kind, owes his release to him.” Claimant, in his testimony, 
remarks, “our doctors were unanimous it was the result of neglect; not only 
the doctors here, but the doctors in Rochester, Minnesota.” There is not a 
scintilla of evidence in the record to substantiate this statement, nor has claimant 
made any attempt to establish this most important point. His unsupported 
testimony is certainly insufficient to prove it. 


The medical record indicates that claimant received very particular atten- 
tion for his injuries when he returned to Canada. Dr. F. B. Richardson, who 
appeared before the Commission, spoke of a very difficult and intricate operation 
he performed on claimant’s leg in an attempt to regenerate the severed nerves, 
and claimant was also operated upon by Dr. Gallie, in an effort to reduce the 
shortening of the leg. He admits that the operation was partially successful. 
Dr. Richardson does not say that the condition of claimant’s leg, as complainant 
would have us believe, indicated neglect and improper attention in the first 
place. It is difficult to establish months after an operation, that the original 
treatment was not proper and that the surgeon who performed it was guilty of 
malpractice, and it would require very specific and most convincing evidence to 
prove such a premise. Having regard to the conflict in claimant’s story as told 
upon repatriation and his testimony given years later, I am clearly of opinion 
that he has completely failed to show that the medical attention given him was 
improper in the sense that it constitutes maltreatment as a prisoner of war. 
The claim, accordingly, fails and it must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 
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CASE 1924—EDWARD HENRY HYDE 


The claimant was a Private in the 8rd Battalion—Regimental number 
9796. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second Battle of Ypres, suffering from a 
shrapnel wound in the right arm and head and a machine gun wound in the 
left arm. He was repatriated to England November 25, 1918. He is in receipt 
of a 10 per cent disability pension, amounting to $10.00 per month, based on 
infected antrum. He was married September 5, 1924, and has one child. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as an electrician with the Hydro-Electric, earn- 
ing about $30.00 per week and since his discharge has been with the same com- 
pany as clerk, earning $35.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of inadequate and 
cruel medical attention, blows on the head causing permanent injury, starvation 
and exposure. The exposure aggravated the bronchitis and a nose injury is 
permanent. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant has no complaint as to his treatment in hospital for his wounds. 
Attached to Giessen camp, he was sent out on working parties. At a munitions 
factory claimant was beaten for refusing to work and asserts that he was 
stabbed in the arm with a bayonet. He was sent to Geisweid Iron Mines where 
he alleges the fumes from the furnaces have permanently injured his lungs. 
For an attempted escape, he was badly beaten, hit over the head with a stick, 
splitting the head open, which has impaired his hearing. Claimant carries a 
deformed ear which he says results from an operation necessitated by injuries 
received on the last mentioned occasion. He served 14 days dark cells on two 
occasions for attempted escapes. Upon recapture after his third attempt he was 
hit on the nose and jaw, fracturing both, for which injury he now received a 
pension. He was in hospital for two weeks and then got 14 days cells. Claim- 
ant 1s indefinite as to his present disabilities apart from the nose and jaw. He 
suggests possible tuberculosis in the Jaw, bronchitis, nervousness, enlargement 
of the heart and loss of his teeth. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has sustained an injury to his 
upper jaw on right side and fracture of nose, injury to skull above and involve- 
ment of left ear, and suffers from bronchitis, including damage to lungs. His 
percentage of disability is stated at 55 per cent in his own calling and at 100 
per cent in the general labour market. Dr. F. E. Watts, who certifies to the 
foregoing, appeared before the Commission, and expresses the opinion that 
claimant’s condition could result from the history of the case. He speaks of 
impaired hearing, which is definite, antrum trouble and weakened lungs. The 
nervous condition may be the result of claimant’s experiences—at least Dr. 
Watts thinks so. Claimant’s medical history files would not be favourable to 
any claim for general debility, but no such general claim is advanced. 

On the whole, having regard to the features of physical injury in evidence, 
whereof claimant still bears the unmistakable marks, I am of opinion that 
claimant has proven the elements necessary to a finding in his favour. He has 
shown maltreatment followed by consequent disability. I would, accordingly, 
recommend a payment to him of $700.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 
) per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
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OTTAWA, December 2, 1931. 
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CASE 1925—GARNET F. GREGORY 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 113264. 
He enlisted in 1915 at the age of 19 years. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, 
unwounded. He was repatriated to England November 18, 1918. He is not in 
receipt of a disability pension, and states that he does not intend to apply there- 
for. He was married on October 27, 1921, and has two children. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was a conductor on the Toronto Street Railway, at a salary of $120.00 
per month, and since his discharge, has been a constable on the Toronto Police 
Yorce, at a salary of $2,000.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of excessive work and 
exposure, unreasonable beatings when recaptured after attempts to escape, beat- 
ings and teeth knocked out from blows. He alleges that he has been put to 
heavy expense for dental work. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, as to which he has no com- 
plaints. Sent to the coal mines—K 47, for refusing to work, he was put in front 
of the coke ovens heavily clothed during the day and stood out in the cold at 
night without a coat, as a punishment. Claimant made a number of attempts 
to escape, all of which were unsuccessful. Upon recapture he was confined to 
cells and beaten, on one occasion losing two teeth. He also exhibits a scar on 
his shin which he says results from an injury received at this time. His identifi- 
cation marks on his attestation papers refer to a scar in the same position. 
Taxed with the discrepancy, he reaffirms that he had no scar on his shin upon 
enlistment. He complains chiefly of the expense he has incurred for dental 
treatment as a result of the loss of teeth above referred to. In other respects 
he appears to be in good health. 3 ! 
| The medical record indicates that claimant has an old ulcer of the leg, 
recurrent, and the loss of teeth. His percentage of disability is stated at 10 per 
cent. Dr. F. 8. Park, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual, his last 
medical board upon discharge from the service declaring all systems normal. 

It is significant that claimant did not bring forward more direct evidence 
from his dentist as to the condition of his mouth. The impression which he 
created was not entirely favourable, having regard chiefly to the alleged injury 
to his leg, and I would certainly require some greater corroboration before I 
could be convinced of the justness of his claim. Under the circumstances, with- 
out such corroboration, I am compelled to disallow the claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1926—JAMES HAZLETT 


Claimant was a Private in the 8rd Battalion—Regimental number 9923. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 44 years, although on enlistment he 
stated that he was 36. He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second 
battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from gas. He is not in receipt of 
pension, although his application to the Board has been favourably considered 
but the amount not yet assessed. It is based on chronic arthritis and nephritis. 
He was married at the time of enlistment and has 3 children. His wife is now 
deceased. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a steel erector, earning 
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$28.80 per week, and since discharge has worked as a labourer and had various 
occupations, at which his average weekly earnings amount to $28.80 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of blows on the 
head, confinement to cells, exposure and general abuse. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 


Claimant was taken to Giessen camp, via Roulers, where he remained for 
several months. For refusing to work he was hit with the butt of a rifle and 
knocked unconscious. At his next camp, Celle-lager, he was again beaten for 
the same reason and put in cells. His obstinacy in refusing to work, earned him 
further beatings at Saltau, with two periods of confinement to cells. An 
attempted escape, at Hameln, was unsuccessful and claimant did further time 
in cells. At Vehnemoor he was again beaten and put in cells for the same reason 
and was hit on the head with a stone. Complaint is made of exposure when 
claimant was drenched with water and compelled to remain soaked throughout 
the night. He suffers from stomach trouble, headaches and heart trouble, all of 
which he attributes to his experiences whilst a prisoner. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from combined sclerosis 
of cord, arteriosclerosis and hypertension, nephritis, osteo arthritis lower dorsal 
and lumbar and migraine. His percentage of disability is stated at 80 per cent. 
Dr. G. W. Lougheed, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. It would appear from claimant’s last medical board, upon dis- 
charge from the service, that all systems were found to be normal. 


While claimant has a quite definite heart and spinal cord affection, I do not 
consider that this is necessarily to be attributed to his experiences as a prisoner 
of war. At his age, it is not unusual to find some hardening of the arteries and 
I would be inclined to say that this trouble did not originate in Germany. His 
remaining complaints, may or may not have resulted from his period of captivity. 
The evidence as to the headaches resulting from a blow on the head, is too vague 
to permit of a finding in claimant’s favour. On the whole and viewing all the 
circumstances, I am of opinion that claimant has failed to make out a case of 
present disability resulting from maltreatment. His recourse, if any, is else- 
where. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 1927—DAVID PATRICK QUINN 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 27655. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 25 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, at St. Julien during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
slightly gased. He was repatriated to England December 22, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 50 per cent disability pension, amounting to $74.50 for himself and 
family, based on epilepsy. He was married May 14, 1919, and has four children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was a prospector earning about $5 per day and since 
his discharge he has been doing odd jobs and labouring, averaging from $3 to 
$14 a day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of work for 34 years 
in the salt mines under conditions of the greatest severity, to which he attributes 
epileptic attacks from which he still suffers. 


MALTREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR 95 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:—- 

After a month at Gottingen camp, claimant was transferred to the salt- 
petre mines in Kast Prussia, where he remained for the duration of his captivity, 
compelled to work under conditions of the greatest severity. He does not com- 
plain of any particular acts of physical abuse, but stresses the long hours of 
labour below ground, with insufficient food and confinement to cells. He con- 
tends that a condition of epilepsy developed under this treatment, from which 
he still suffers with increased frequency and intensity. 

The medical evidence is contained in claimant’s pension file. There was 
some question as to whether the seizures are true epilepsy of the idiopathic type 
or are the result of organic brain disease, but the opinion is expressed that these 
seizures date from the:time claimant was a prisoner of war. The Board of Pen- 
sion Commissioners had disallowed the claim to pension on the ground that 
epilepsy did not result from military service. This finding was reversed by the 
Iederal Appeal Board in 1927, upon the ground that epilepsy resulting in dis- 
ability is attributable to military service. 

The greater part of claimant’s period of service was spent as a prisoner of 
war in the salt-petre mines. I think that it is a fair inference that the con- 
dition of epilepsy results from the harsh and abusive conditions which existed in 
the salt mines. I am convinced that, even though claimant may have had 
some predisposition to his malady, the condition was seriously aggravated, by 
his treatment in Germany. Having regard to the observations contained in 
Opinion annexed to my report herein, and bearing in mind the pension received 
by claimant, I consider that he has made out a ease of maltreatment resulting 
in disability to him. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him of $600 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 
1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Ortawa, December 3, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1928—CYRUS ROY HALL 


The claimant was a Private in the 148th Battalon—in which he enlisted in 
December, 1915, but he subsequently transferred to the Royal Air Force, and 
was an officer at the time of capture. He was taken prisoner on June 13, 1918, 
while engaged in an offensive airplane patrol over Germany. He was repatriated 
to England December 13, 1918. 

The claimant does not complain of maltreatment in the ordinary sense of 
the word, but alleges that he has a right to be reimbursed for the seizure of cash 
and personal effects by the enemy, and for the expenses to which he was put in 
the purchase of food and transportation whilst a prisoner. 

The claim is unusual, being restricted solely to property loss. While 
technically, the captor is not entitled to take from a prisoner his private pro- 
perty, I cannot regard such action as “maltreatment” within the sense of the 
reparation provisions of the Treaty of Versailles. Claimant may be unfortunate, 
as a combatant, in losing this property, but I do not see that this Commission has 
any mission to make good these losses. Quite apart from these considerations, 
however, I find the evidence insufficient to support the claim. The claimant’s 
unsupported statement, fortified only by references as to the property he had 
with him, from the statements of persons who knew him, does not constitute 
such proof as I can accept. In my opinion, the claim fails, and is, accordingly, 
disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, November 27, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 1929—COLIN VICTOR EARLE 


The claimant was a private in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental number 8205. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 17 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but slightly gassed. 
He was repatriated to England November 25, 1918. He is not in receipt of 
disability pension, but states that he has an application pending. He was married 
in 1921 and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he worked on the railroad in 
the summer and went to school in the winter, and since his discharge he has 
been in the employ of the Woods Manufacturing Company, at a salary of 
$1,800 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of several 
beatings with rifle butts and bayonets and states he still has bayonet scars on 
his arms. He complains also that he was steamed for several hours in a steam 
room, also put into a cell which was not large enough to lie down in, his 
blankets and overcoat having been taken away from him. He alleges that he 
was refused medical treatment for an attack of rheumatism. He states that he 
suffers from back trouble, also acute rheumatism. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was taken to Giessen camp and remained there, or at attached 
commandos, for the period of his captivity. His complaints of maltreatment 
relate to his experiences at thé notorious Geisweid Iron Works. For refusing to 
work upon munitions, and persisting in such refusal, he was outrageously beaten 
with rifle butts, swords and even received the point of the bayonets. Unable 
to break down his determination not to work, claimant was thrown into a box- 
like cell and steam from the exhaust of a boiler forced into the room. While 
he was not burned by the steam, his power of resistance was seemingly broken 
and he consented to go to work, with, however, the intention to escape at the 
first opportunity. The opportunity arose shortly afterwards, and claimant 
though unfit to undertake so hazardous an enterprise, broke away in daylight. 
He was recaptured after fourteen days, in a state bordering upon delirium, 
taken at a farm, where his feet were frozen through exposure. He was brought 
back to Giessen a physical wreck and, far from receiving the medical attention 
which his condition demanded, was thrown into confinement barracks on bread 
and water. His condition was so pitiable that comrades interceded with Ambas- 
sador Gerard, of the United States, who was visiting the camp and some better- 
ment in claimant’s treatment was brought about. There is a letter in the file 
from Ambassador Gerard recalling the incident as one of extreme hardship, 
but he is, of course, unable to identify claimant as the prisoner he saw on that 
occasion. Claimant clearly became a marked man through his persistent refusal 
to work and was singled out for the most brutal of treatment. There is an 
abundance of corroboration in the record of the incidents related by claimant, 
statements of fellow prisoners, all of whom emphasize the fact that claimant 
was singled out for particular maltreatment. The story furnishes a striking 
picture of the length to which brutality and calculated cruelty could be carried. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from acute rheumatism, 
scoliosis, tenderness lumbar spine and sacral area: with periodic attacks of 
lumbago. His percentage of disability is stated at from 10 per cent to 25 per 
cent. Dr. J. H. Alford, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Com- 
mission and demonstrated from X-ray plates a quite definite injury to claimant’s 
back which he describes as a lipping in the sacroiliac joint (where the spine 
joins the pelvis). He speaks of this condition as arthritic. Dr. Alford, from 
the history of the case, is of opinion that claimant’s condition results from his 
experiences as a prisoner of war. 
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MALTREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR 97 


It seems unnecessary further to elaborate the case. I have not the slightest 
hesitation in finding that claimant suffers a present disability resulting from 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. Were I to deal with the matter on a 
punitive basis, the award would be large, but as explained in Opinion annexed 
to the present report, this is not the basis upon which compensation is to be 
awarded. Viewing all the circumstances, I would recommend a payment to 
claimant of $1,500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1933—JOHN ALEXANDER PAGE 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental Number 
9867. He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 31 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly grazed by shrapnel 
on the head and suffering from gas. He was released to Holland May 2, 1918 
and repatriated to England November 23, 1918. He is in receipt of a 20 per 
cent disability pension, amounting to $20.00 per month, based on chronic 
catarrhal otitis media. He was married at the time of enlistment and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a bronze sprayer and gilder, 
earning up to $45.00 per week, and he is now employed in the National Gallery 
of Canada, at a salary of $1,680.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of enforced hard work 
in the stone quarries on bad and insufficient food. States that his ear injury 
is the result of being hit on the head while a prisoner. He now suffers with chest 
and ear trouble and stomach disorders. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Giessen Camp, thence to a stone quarry. He 
has little to complain of as to physical abuse here but speaks of the work as very 
heavy. He sustained an injury to his ear which has resulted in impaired hearing, 
but is unable to say how this occurred. It first became noticeable in Holland. 
Claimant was next in an iron mine in Hanover and complains of the heavy labour. 
At another mine he suffered greatly from boils due to under nourishment. 
Claimant’s story is confused; he does not appear to remember his experiences 
in Germany very clearly. He now complains chiefly of a stomach condition, 

which he has trouble in describing, but which he attributes to lack of food 
whilst a prisoner. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from bronchitis, defective 
hearing, indigestion, ears discharge with attack of coryza. His percentage of 
disability is stated at 100 per cent in his own calling and at 10 per cent in 
the general labour market. Dr. J. E. Craig, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files show a catarrhal 
condition. 

Claimant, in appearance, is very healthy and robust. On his own state- 
ment, his main disability would be his stomach condition. Clearly this is a 
nutritional origin. As explained in Opinion annexed to the present report, this 
condition cannot be regarded as the result of maltreatment. Claimant has failed 
to discharge the burden of showing that he suffers a present disability resulting 
from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. the claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 1934—FRANCIS MORIN 


The claimant was a Private in the 28th Battalion—Regimental Number 
73929. He enlisted in August 1914 but was attached to the strength of the 28th 
Battalion October 23, 1914. He was then 21 years of age. He was taken 
prisoner June 6, 1916, after the battle of St. Eloi, unwounded but badly shaken 
up by a mine explosion. He was repatriated to England November 30, 1918. He 
is in receipt of a 40 per cent disability pension based on tuberculosis and neu- 
rasthenia. He was married January 29, 1919, but is separated from his wife, 
and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a reporter with 
R. G. Dun & Co., financial investigators, earning $85.00 per month, and since 
his discharge, has held various positions, and is now with the Customs Depart- 
ment, at Ottawa, at a salary of $130.00 per month. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had to work 
24 years in the coal mines, excessive work, exposure and punishments. The 
explosion at the time of capture affected one of his ears and he is now quite 
deaf. In a letter written September 2, 1931, after his evidence had been taken, 
he submits that his deafness while probably caused by the explosion, was 
ageravatd by tuberculosis. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was taken to Dulmen camp, where he remained for a few weeks, 
and was then sent to a coal mine at Boechum in Westphalia, where he appears 
to have remained for the duration of his captivity. He complains chiefly of the 
poor living conditions, hard work and exposure, and speaks of some physical 
abuse, though he declares this did him no permanent injury. To his experiences 
in this camp he attributes a tubercular condition, and declares that the injury 
to his ears became aggravated and has resulted in greater deafness than he 
would otherwise have had. His chest trouble first became apparent after 
repatriation to England. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic pulmonary 
tuberculosis and complete deafness in Jeft ear. His percentage of disability 
-is stated at 50 per cent in his own calling and at 100 per cent in the general 
labour market. Dr. A. T. Shillington, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared 
before the Commission. He speaks of the tubercular condition as practically 
arrested now, and attributes the defective hearing to the original service injuries. 
Thre is nothing in the record to show that claimant’s deafness is other than 
of recent development. Claimant’s medical files suggest that the chest con- 
dition may have originated elsewhere than in Germany. 


Claimant is undoubtedly disabled as a result of service, and I would have 
difficulty in finding that these disabilities are atributable to any maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war were it not that he was compelled to work in the coal 
mines for upwards of two years. He encountered rough treatment, and, I con- 
sider, has shown that he suffers permanent injury resulting therefrom. The 
general evidence as to the brutal conditions which prevailed in the coal mines 
creates a strong presumption of maltreatment, which is strengthened by claim- 
ant’s testimony. Viewing all the circumstances, I would, accordingly, recom- 
mend a payment to claimant of $800 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per anhum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 
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. CASE 1935—MERTON EGBERT ELLSWORTH KITTREDGE 


The claimant was a private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental number 
25040. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 24 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second Battle of Ypres, suffering from bullet 
wounds in the shoulder and head and a touch of gas. He escaped from Ger- 
many into Holland December 8, 1916, and was repatriated to England December 
13 of that year. He is not in receipt of pension but has an application pending. 
He was married May 14, 1927, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he 
was employed as a draughtsman, at $100 per month, and is now employed with 
the Patents and Copyrights Branch of the Canadian Government, earning $180 
per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of neglect of his 
wounds, being compelled to work in munitions and cement factories and being 
beaten with rifle butts and stabbed with a bayonet while so employed. He 
inhaled considerable lime and cement dust causing nose and throat trouble. 
Served several periods of solitary confinement in punishment barracks, deprived 
of food parcels and compelled to stand at attention for long periods. Contracted 
trench feet due to their being frozen and received no medical attention. Devel- 
oped stomach and bowel trouble due to the food and privation. He also suffers 
from nervous disorders and dental trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Roulers, after receiving some medical atten- 
tion at a dressing station. He received further medical attention at Roulers 
and was then sent by rail to Giessen camp, where he remained until June, 
1915. For refusing to work in a munitions factory, he was beaten, struck with 
the butts of rifles and prodded with bayonet and was later compelled to work 
at a cement works where the hard work combined with the dust injured his 
nose and throat. He complains that he was struck in the face and sustained a 
broken nose upon two occasions. This occurred at Wetzlar. Claimant’s chief 
complaint was that he was compelled to work when unfit to do so, suffering 
from numerous boils. During the summer of 1915 claimant made three unsuc- 
cessful attempts to escape, received the usual solitary confinement upon recap- 
ture and was finally successful, on his fourth attempt, in December, 1916, in 
getting across the Holland border. He complains that at Vordenermoor he 
received a blow on the chin from a guard and sustained injury to his feet as 
a result of cold and exposure. Upon repatriation claimant made a long state- 
ment, copy of which is of record. It is substantially in accord with the testi- 
mony given by claimant, but the actual physical abuse is not stressed to the 
same extent. He deals in detail with his four attempted escapes. As a result 
of these experiences claimant complains that he suffers from his shoulder and 
his feet, that his nerves are in bad condition, that his intestines and digestive 
tract are impaired, that he suffers from his nose and throat and has developed 
pyorrhea. He has also some impairment of hearing. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from rhinitis and 
pharyngitis recurring frequently, general nervous debility and gastro-intestinal 
distress and tender feet. His percentage of disability is stated at 70 per cent. 
Dr. G. O. Barclay, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Com- 
mission and, in his opinion, claimant’s main complaint is as to his nervous 
condition. He also speaks of the intestinal condition as debilitating. Dr. 
J. H. Alford also appeared before the Commission and stated that claimant 
suffers from mucous colitis, which is a condition of the large bowel. This 
condition, in Dr. Alford’s opinion, constitutes claimant’s chief disability. He is 
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inclined to ascribe this condition to malnutrition. He also speaks of suspected 
asthma, hay fever which is manifest under certain conditions and troubles 
claimant considerably. Claimant’s medical history files indicate that he suf- 
fered from trench feet in April, 1915, that at the time of examination in 1917, 
there was nothing abnormal in his condition, apart from slight lameness due to 
trench feet. 

Claimant has made a very complete case and is undoubtedly suffering dis- 
ability, but the difficulty in this case is to determine whether this disability 
results from maltreatment at the hands of the enemy or is not more properly 
due to the strain and exposure which claimant underwent on his numerous 
attempts to escape, in which case the matter would be purely pensionable. I 
have carefully examined the evidence adduced as also the very long statement 
made by claimant upon repatriation and I am inclined to think the claimant’s 
disabilities are not as serious as he would have us believe. In any event I 
have reached the conclusion that the disabilities of which he complains were 
not due to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The claim must accordingly 
be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
OrtTawa, December 2, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1936—J. GUY KINCH 


The claimant was a private in the 26th Battalion—Regimental number 
number 69495. Apparently under the misapprehension that this Commission 
was dealing with the cases of all returned soldiers, he filed a claim. He did 
not appear at the Halifax sessions of the Commission, and, it now develops 
that he was not a prisoner of war. This Commission has no authority to 
entertain the claim, and it is, accordingly, disallowed. . 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Otrrawa, December 5, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1938—CARL FREDERICK HAMLIN 


The claimant, born in Finland, in 1881, came to Canada over thirty years 
ago. He went back to Finland in 1914 and enlisted with the Russian Imperial 
Forces. He was taken prisoner by the Austrians, at Cracow, in November, 1914. 
When captured, he was stripped and made to stand three hours on a winter day, 
out of doors. 

He was advised at the hearing held at Montreal May 21, 1931, that he 
could have no claim before this Commission because he was not a British 
subject during the war period and was not serving with a British unit when 
taken prisoner. Claimant filed a lengthy typewritten statement of his experi- 
ences, relating in detail the acts of maltreatment of which he complains. 

Claimant alleges that he is now a British subject, but has not filed his 
naturalization certificate. As far as the record goes, he was not a British 
subject when the war broke out, nor did he serve in a British unit. I cannot 
see that this Commission has jurisdiction to entertain the claim. Moreover, 
there is nothing to corroborate the story told by claimant, nor is there any 
medical evidence establishing disability as a result of the treatment alleged 
to have been received. In these circumstances the claim fails, and must be 
disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
OrrawaA, December 4, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 1946—C. F. DAVISON 


The claimant was a Private, but does not name the Battalion with which 
he served. He has not completed the usual forms nor has he furnished any 
information as to his period of captivity, other than contained in a letter to the 
Commission dated February 25, 1931. It would appear, from this letter, that 
claimant does not intend to press the claim. The information furnished, at all 
events, would not indicate that he was subjected to such maltreatment, causing 
disability, as would entitle him to an award. In these circumstances, the claim 
must be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 1947—LORNE ALBERT HIGGS 


The claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental number 
46844. He enlisted in August, 1914, with the 7th Battalion, at Fernie, B.C., 
aged 23 years. He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle 
of Ypres, unwounded. He escaped from Germany late in 1916, and was repat- 
riated to England on November 18, 1916. He is not in receipt of pension, and 
has no intention of applying therefor. He is married and has six children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was a carpenter, earning about $3 per day, and since 
his discharge, has resumed the same work, at the rate of 50 cents per hour. 


Claimant has not completed the usual statement of claim, but complains 
generally, in his testimony, of lack of food and general conditions in Germany. 
He declares that he feels somewhat nervous as a result of his experiences whilst 
a prisoner. 

Taken first to Roulers and then to Giessen, claimant has little to com- 
plain of, except as to the food. He appears to have spent time at Saltau, 
Lichtenhorst and Vordenmoor, but does not complain of any brutality or physi- 
cal violence. He made several attempts to escape and was finally successful 
in November, 1916. He became a marked man, with rings painted on his 
uniform, but escaped beatings or brutality. He complains of hard work and 
insufficient food but declares that beatings could be avoided if the prisoners 
‘ did what they were told. 

There is no medical evidence of record. Claimant does not regard him- 
self as disabled and speaks only of some nervousness. 

Clearly, claimant has failed to make out a case of maltreatment whilst 
a ‘prisoner of war, and he must be under a misapprehension in presenting a 
claim before this Commission. I have no hesitation in disallowing the claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 1948—CHARLES SCARFE 


The claimant was a Corporal in the Princess Patricia Canadian Light 
Infantry Battalion—Regimental number 77. He enlisted in August, 1914, 
coming to Canada from the United States to do so, at the age of 30 years. He 
was taken prisoner May 8, 1915, suffering with gunshot wound in the arm and 
gas. He was released to Switzerland in 1916 and was repatriated to England 
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March 25, 1918. He is in receipt of a 15 per cent disability pension, amount- 
ing to $15 per month, based on pleurisy. He was married August 28, 1918. 
and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a steel worker 
earning $30 per week, and since his discharge was employed by the Toronto 
street cleaning department at a wage of $28.80 per week. Was unemployed for 
fifteen months on account of ill-health, and since July, 1928, has been employed 
by the C.P.R. as crossing watchman, at a wage of $18 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had to 
work for fourteen months digging canals, in water to the waist. He was struck 
in the face with a rifle butt and lost ten teeth. Was subjected to many kicks 
and beatings and now suffers from chronic bronchitis and the loss of teeth. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— ~ 

Claimant is an old soldier, having seen service in South Africa. Taken to 
Giessen camp he has no complaints of ill-treatment. Sent to the punishment 
camp, at Vehnemoor, he declares that his back teeth were broken by a blow 
from the butt of a rifle because he refused to work in rain. The recital of 
this occurrence is not very convincing and it is difficult to see how all his back 
teeth could be broken by such a blow. He alleges that he was made to work 
in -water, digging canals and has contracted bronchitis, from which he still 
suffers. He complains also of being beaten at Ostenholzenmoor and became 
so ill that he was finally recommended for transfer to Switzerland and was 
released in 1916. He complains vaguely of some impairment to his hearing 
and towards the end of his statement also alleges that his nerves trouble him, 
but evidently never realized that he was so affected until he was told by the 
physicians at Christie Street Hospital that such was the case. Again claim- 
ae ame fails to carry conviction and the impression left was not fav- 
ourable. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
and neurasthenia. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent in his 
own calling and at 75 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. Paul M. 
O’Sullivan, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission. 
He finds excessive nervousness as claimant’s outstanding disability, wholly in- 
capacitating him in his own line of work. 

I am not convinced that claimant’s present disabilities result from any 
maltreatment to which he was subjected whilst a prisoner of war. I would be 
more inclined to think that they result from service and are the natural accom- 
paniment of advancing years. His powers of resistance were not such as to 
withstand the strain of general conditions during captivity. After very careful 
consideration I have reached the conclusion that the claim fails. It is, accord- 
ingly, disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commussioner. 
OrTrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 1949—JOHN CURTIS 


Claimant was a signaller in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 109290. 
He enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 19 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England January 12, 1919. 
He is in receipt of a 100 per cent disability pension amounting to $100 per month, 
based on tuberculosis. He was married October 10, 1922, and has no children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was an apprentice electrician, earning about $10 per 
week, and after discharge was an automobile mechanic, earning $30 per week, 
but finally had to give up all work on account of his health. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being com- 
pelled to work in the coal mines where he received several beatings and was 
badly undernourished. As a result of this work, on starvation diet and under 
poor living conditions generally he developed tuberculosis, and is now perman- 
ently disabled. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant is one*of those unfortunates who went through the coals mines 
in Germany, with the result that his health has been completely wrecked. He is 
in a pitiable condition and came before the Commission in a wheel chair, com- 
pletely paralyzed and suffering from advanced tuberculosis of the lungs. Previous 
to his entry into the Augusta-Victoria coal mines—K-47—he was at Dulmen, 
where the treatment was fair. In the mines, he was beaten and made to work 
long hours when unwell. When rifle butts were not available, below ground, 
clubs and mining lamps were used to abuse the prisoners. This went on daily. 
Claimant lost his voice, reported sick, and for medical treatment was kicked 
‘by the doctor. He states that the mines were most unsanitary and that he was 
constantly inhaling coal dust. He injured his leg, which became septic, was 
sent to hospital and treated by a Canadian medical man as best he could. 
Sent to Munster and Parchim, the treatment, though rough, was not as bad as 
in the mines. He worked in a bush near Crefeld, and was also beaten because 
he could not work fast enough. From a farm he attempted to escape, was 
recaptured and made to serve 35 days in dark cells as a mark of special vin- 
dictiveness on the part of the officer in charge. The story is one long recital of 
cruelty and brutality under which it is not surprising that claimant’s health 
was broken, with the evident results that his appearance now attests. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from “ pulmonary tuber- 
culosis following miner’s phthisis.” His percentage of disability is rated at 100 
per cent. Dr. Gordon W. Armstrong, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared 
before the Commission and emphasized the seriousness of claimant’s condition 
and attributes the origin of the disease directly to claimant’s experiences in 
Germany. He cannot explain the condition of paralysis of the legs, which may 
possibly be tubercular neuritis. His opinion is, however, quite definite that 
claimant’s present condition is of service origin. 

On these facts, and with this evidence before me, I have no hesitation in 
finding that claimant was subjected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war 
which has resulted in irreparable and permanent disability to him and is entitled 
to an award. Viewing all the circumstances, and taking into consideration the 
pension which claimant receives, I would recommend a payment to him of 
$2,000 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 
10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 1952—JOHN BRATTEN PETERS 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier, being a private in the Buffs—East 
Kent Regiment-——Regimental number G/20164. He came to Canada to reside 
in 1908, and returned to England on a visit in October, 1914. He enlisted April 
17, 1915, at the age of 33 years. He was taken prisoner November 30, 1917, at 
Gonnelieu, France, wounded below the knee. He was repatriated to England in 
December, 1918. He was granted pension for the wounded right knee on 
December 11, 1919, amounting to £5-6s. This was discontinued December 24, 
1921. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a farmer, 
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earning about $25 per month, and since his discharge has held various positions 
and is now employed at a salesman, on a commission basis. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
attention for his wound after capture with the result that his foot became 
infected, hard labour, inoculations and general abuse. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for a little over.a year, part of the 
time in hospital. While his wound was dressed at Julich, after capture, he 
complains that the attention was poor, but does not specify in what manner it 
was deficient. He was taken to Giessen, where he complains of inoculations 
and failure to attend to an infected toe from which he was suffering. Removed 
to Meschede, he complains of the use of paper bandages and poor treatment. 
His statement is somewhat confused, but it would appear that he was next sent 
to a farm and then to the Huesten Iron Foundry, where he met with an accident, 
falling into a hole, and injured his knee (which had been wounded). He seems 
to have returned to Giessen, suffering from his knee, and was made to work, | 
but admits that he received some treatment. He was then sent to an officers’ 
camp at Frankfort, and points to this fact as an acknowledgment that he was 
injured. Apart from some disability to the knee (accidental in origin) claimant 
speaks of ‘ internal trouble.” 

The medical record indicates a number of ailments—indigestion, low blood 
pressure, variocele, haemorrhoids, constipation, neurasthenia and general fatigue. 
This information is furnished in certificates of Dr. V. Stanley Kaufman and 
Dr. T. H. Prost. Claimant’s medical history files refer to the injured knee and 
speak of some deafness, which was of service or pre-war origin. 

I do not think if can be said that the disabled condition of claimant’s knee 
is attributable to maltreatment by his captors. It was accidental in origin. 
Claimant’s remaining maladies are so general in nature,—some of them at least 
consistent with his age,—that I do not consider I would be justified in finding 
that they are the result of any maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. Claim- 
ant’s recourse, if any, would be before the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
OTTawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1953—LEONARD L. LING 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27221. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 27 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a 
bullet wound in the left shoulder. He was repatriated to England December 24, 
1918. He is in receipt of a 10 per cent disability pension, amounting to $19.50 
per month for himself and family, based on constitutional psychopathic inferior 
neurosis and sciatica. He was married April 25, 1921, and has two childten. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed in a tin factory earning about $15.00 per 
week, and since his discharge he has been employed as a messenger with the 
Canadian Bank of Commerce, at a salary ranging from $800.00 to $1,150.00 
per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced 
to work for 35 years in the salt mines where he received numerous blows and 
beatings with bayonets, fists and rifle butts, and has developed nervous trouble 
and sciatica as a result. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was one of the unfortunate prisoners who served over three years 
in the salt mines in Germany. Apart from a few months spent at Gottingen 
after his capture, and in regard to which he has no complaints, the rest of his 
period of captivity was spent in the Salsted salt mines under familiar condi- 
tions of excessive work and frequent beatings. He speaks generally of his treat- 
ment and does not detail the various incidents of brutality to which he was 
subjected. He complains that his nerves have been seriously affected and that 
his eyesight has been impaired. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has become prematurely grey 
and is nervous, noises disturb him and he becomes quite shaky at times. No 
percentage of disability is stated. Dr. G. L. Chambers appeared before the 
Commission and testified to the extreme nervousness of claimant, the reflexes 
being much exaggerated. He is unable to attribute this condition to any cause. 
The medical history files show that claimant is in receipt of pension for the 
reasons noted. 

The evidence in support of maltreatment is not very full, but I am inclined 
to think claimant was reluctant to enter into full details of his experiences. 
We have abundant testimony of conditions in the salt mines, and as explained 
in Opinion annexed to the present report, almost every prisoner who underwent 
captivity in these mines bears the marks of his treatment. I am of opinion 
that claimant’s contention that his health was injured by the treatment given 
him in the salt mines has been proven. I would, accordingly, recommend a 
payment to him of $600.00 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 1954— ROBERT ELMER STEWART 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 18th Battalion—Regimental number 
24177. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 24 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at Ypres, suffering from gunshot wounds in the chest 
and left shoulder, and gas. He was released to Holland, where he remained for 
six months, when he was repatriated to England December 18, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 10 per cent disability pension, based on his injured shoulder, which 
amounts to $16.00 per month. He was married January 9, 1920, and has three 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a driver boss with a coal 
company in Fernie, B.C., at $3.50 per day, and since his discharge he was 
employed as a landscape gardener, at $100.00 per month for one year, and sub- 
sequently as a contract miner, at an average wage of $1,400.00 per year. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that when first 
taken prisoner he was struck in the forearm and head while marching through 
German reservists, and that the forearm was left with two bones protruding 
for a long time. The arm still pains him while at work. His subsequent treat- 
ment was not especially severe. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was quite badly wounded when captured. He had lain on the 
field of battle, unconscious, for some time. Partially regaining consciousness 
he attempted to reach our own lines but was intercepted by a German Patrol. 
While being led through a column of German reservists he was struck down 
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with a blow on the head with the butt of a rifle. He was also struck on the 
forearm, breaking the bone, and complains that he still suffers from this injury, 
as also from the head injury received at that time. Claimant was taken to 
three dressing stations, but only received a field dressing after some time, when 
the German wounded had been attended to. Passing through Staden hospital, 
in Belgium, claimant reached Giessen camp and also spent time at Saltau, 
Lichtenhorst and Graftenedering (sic). He has no complaints as to these 
various camps and confines his claim for reparations to the incidents above 
related which immediately followed his capture. Claimant declares that men 
who behaved themselves properly were not knocked about but that when they 
looked for trouble they got 1t. Claimant receives a pension for his shoulder 
disability, but contends that his head and arm injuries were due to deliberate 
ucts of maltreatment for which he has received no compensation. 

While the medical record indicates quite clearly an injury to the forearm 
which has resulted in neuritis of the radial nerve, claimant’s medical files show 
quite a different state of affairs. He never complained of the condition of his arm 
and it appears that he has been constantly employed and in fact has acquired 
quite a reputation as a wrestler. This he could hardly do with the arm disability 
of which he complains. His percentage of disability is stated at the modest figure 
of 10 per cent. No medical testimony was adduced. 

There seems to be little doubt that claimant did not put forward a bona fide 
case. His statement of injury to his arm, with resultant disability is entirely 
discredited by his medical files. In these circumstances, the claim must be 
disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1955—PERCY R. WHITE (deceased) 


The deceased was a Captain in the Royal Flying Corps. He enlisted in 
March 1915, and was seconded to the Royal Flying Corps October 4, 1917. He 
was 32 years of age at the time of enlistment and was married, with one child, 
now of age. He died of cancer of the bowel, July 24, 1921, survived by his 
widow and child. 

The claim is now made by the widow, Florence Georgina White, who is in 
receipt of a 100 per cent pension amounting to $66.67 per month. Capt. White 
was taken prisoner May 16, 1918, having been shot down while flying behind 
the enemy lines. He is reported to have been wounded in the right thigh and leg 
and a shot through the left wrist, at the time of capture. He was repatriated to 
England December 27, 1918. In applying for a pension for the cancer of the 
bowel it was alleged on his behalf that at the time of the crash of the aeroplane 
he received a severe blow in the right side from which he suffered pain continually 
and due to this and the bad food given him while a prisoner, he developed the 
cancer. It is now alleged in support of the claim for maltreatment, that a guard 
struck him with a rifle in the right side while he was held prisoner awaiting trans- 
fer to a prison camp on an island in the Baltic Sea. This statement is contained 
in an affidavit by the son of the deceased, dated in California, February 5, 1931. 
Prior to the war the deceased was an Assistant Lighthouse Inspector, with the 
Department of Marine, at a salary of $1,650.00 per annum. After his return to 
Canada, he was continually ill until the time of his death. 

An examination of the Soldiers Civil Re-establishment file relating to Captain 
White was made and the result of this indicated that the Pension authorities 
decided that he cancer was attributable to war causes, but apart from a refer- 
ence to the bad food, there was no evidence of maltreatment. 
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The weight of the evidence tends to show that the cancer which developed 
resulted from injuries received on service, if indeed that was the cause. The 
mere statement of witnesses that the late Captain White declared he had been 
struck in the side by a guard, does not and cannot establish that fact. Even 
were it so, I am of opinion that the claim would be personal to the deceased and 
could not be transmitted to his widow. Her claim has been dealt with by the 
Board of Pension Commissioners, and I am without right in making an award in 
this case. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1391. 


CASE 1956—FRANK J. MUNRO 


The claimant was a Private in the 28th Battalion—Regimental number 
438024. He enlisted on December 18, 1914 at the age of 18 years. He was taken 
prisoner June 6, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England November 
30, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, and states that he does not intend to 
apply therefor. He married on March 16, 1920 and has two children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a Fireman, at $100.00 per month, and is now 
temporarily employed as a salesman of plants and flowers, on a commission basis, 
from which he derives an income averaging $16.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
stabbed in the leg for evading work, and was denied medical attention for this and 
other injuries. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant complains chiefly of his treatment at a coal mine apparently con- 
nected with Dulmen camp. He declares that, for shirking work, he was bayoneted 
four times in the calf of the leg by the German sentry, but no disability appears 
to have resulted from this injury. On another occasion his foot was accidentally 
injured by a coal waggon, and though troubling him he was refused medical 
attention and sent back to work. Again, he was beaten by a civilian blacksmith 
for accidentally dropping a hammer upon him. Claimant got a steel sliver in 
his finger and complains of the lancing he received when the arm swelled. As a 
result of these experiences, he complains of his stomach, his eyesight and that 
he limps slightly. 


The medical record is very inadequate. Claimant files a certificate of Dr. 
W. C. Acheson, which merely states that there are 4 scars on claimant’s leg 
which may have been caused as related by claimant. It is perhaps significant 
to note that one of the identification marks shown on claimant’s attestation paper 
is a scar on the left leg, two inches long. The remainder of the certificate states 
the history given Dr. Acheson by claimant. The last medical board received by 
claimant does not show any disability. 

In this state of the record there is nothing to substantiate the claim for 
reparations. Claimant has failed to establish a disability resulting from mal- 
treatment whilst a prisoner of war. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 
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CASE 1957—WILLIAM MAY 


The claimant was a Sapper with the Canadian Engineers—Regimental 
number 503466. He enlisted November 27, 1915, at the age or 33 years. He 
was taken prisoner June 7, 1916, at St. Pierre Wood, unwounded. He was 
repatriated to England December 10, 1918. He is in receipt of a 75 per cent 
disability pension, amounting to $75 per month for himself and his wife, based 
on neurasthenia. He was married December 8, 1918, and has no children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a miner, earning about $4 per day, 
and since his discharge was employed for a time at $90 per month, but for the 
past three years has been unable to work owing to the condition of his health. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being confined to 
cells on bread and water for five days and forced to sleep on the floor without 
blankets or great-coat at Harvest-Vorsten. At Westerholt camp, where he 
worked in the mines, conditions were terrible, the latrines close to living quarters 
never cleaned and piled high with filth the stench being terrible. The quarters 
or barracks were overcrowded, had only one door and were dirty and unendur- 
able. Two hundred and twenty-two men lived here and they were called out 
at midnight for roll call and paraded for two or three hours. The last man 
out of barracks was generally beaten with rifle butts. They were forced to 
stand at attention, only partially dressed, and often in the rain. Beatings with 
a rubber hose were common. He was given 54 days punishment on account of 
attempted escapes by others. Was troubled with boils on his knees, but was 
compelled to crawl at work in the mine tunnels, which aggravated these. One 
leg became so swollen he had to drag it along. Was forced to work 8 hours 
per day while in this condition getting only two days off during the whole 
time. Claims that his lungs and heart have become affected as a result of 
these conditions and was finally placed in hospital. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant’s testimony bears out the foregoing summary of his statement 
of claim. There is filed of record statement made by claimant upon repatriat 
tion, describing in detail his experiences, which is substantially in accord with 
his testimony. 

The medical record is contained in claimant’s pension file which shows that 
he suffers from disordered action of the heart, which is declared to have 
resulted from general service conditions, “place of origin, Germany”. The 
heart condition claimant attributes to pneumonia for which he was in hospital 
in Germany. 

I was at the outset inclined to view this case as one purely for the Board 
of Pension Commissioners, but after very careful examination of the evidence, 
I have reached the conclusion that the arduous Jabour imposed upon claimant 
whilst a prisoner in Germany and working in coal mines, having regard to his 
then physical condition, was unjustified and constitutes maltreatment in the 
sense of the reparation provisions of the Treaty of Versailles. Disability has 
followed from such treatment and it results, therefore, that claimant has 
successfully made out a case before this Commission. I would recommend a 
payment to claimant of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent 
per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 
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CASE 1958—JOHN L. DAVIS 


The claimant was a Private in the 38rd Battahon—Regimental number 
18036. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 28 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, although 
he had been buried by shell fire and was suffermg from a touch of gas. He 
escaped January 20, 1918, and was repatriated to England March 1, 1918. He 
is in receipt of a 50 per cent disability pension, amounting to $69.50 for him- 
self and family, based on anxiety neurosis. He married a widow October 2, 
1918, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a fire- 
man with the City of Edmonton, at $2.50 per day, and since his discharge has 
been employed in the City of Edmonton Power House, at an average salary of 
$110 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings with 
rifle butts, heavy labour, punishments and general abuse. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first sent to Giessen camp. On a working party, at Deutz, 
he was beaten by the guards for not working as they desired. At Soltau he was 
also roughly used for minor breaches of discipline. He complains, at Hesten- 
moor, of being stood to attention while he underwent “sword exercises”, which 
consisted in having a sword whirled about the head and body. At a farm out 
of Hestenmoor, he got into an altercation with a French prisoner who reported 
him for having hidden potatoes, and was severely punished. Again, at Soltau, 
he was beaten by the guards. From barracks at this camp claimant finally 
made good his escape. He declares that as a result of his experiences whilst 
a prisoner he suffers from severe neurosis. It is for this ailment that claimant 
recelves a pension. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from severe psycho- 
neurosis. Dr. H. H. Hepburn, who furnishes the foregoing information, states 
it is his opinion that this condition was caused by hardships suffered while a 
prisoner of war. He did not appear before the Commission, and without the 
reasons which base this opinion, I consider that it must remain merely an 
opinion. 

The medical history files bear out the finding as to claimant’s present 
condition, but I remain unconvinced that claimant’s experiences as a prisoner 
have necessarily resulted in his now impaired state of health. I regard this 
case as one wholly for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
In the absence of further evidence, I must, accordingly, disallow the claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL 
Ortawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 1959—JAMES WALLS 


The claimant was a Private in the 9th Canadian Mounted Rifles—regi- 
mental number 114887. He enlisted December 20, 1914, at the age of 19 
years. He was taken prisoner August 16, 1918, unwounded. He was repatri- 
ated to England December 1, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension but intends 
making application therefor. He was married March 9, 1920, and has 4 chil- 
dren. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a farm labourer, and since his 
discharge was employed as a labourer at 45 cents per hour, at irregular work 
until May, 1930, when he got a position with the Post Office Department 
paying him $85 per month. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being struck in 
the head and knocked to the ground, causing some deafness in the right ear, 
severe headaches and nervous trouble, and of being beaten on other occasions. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was a prisoner of war for about 34 months, which period he would 
appear to have spent at Hameln and Dulmen camps. He complains of being 
beaten on one occasion for failing to give his number in German, and speaks 
of the unfairness of this action in his ‘ run down condition,” though he does not 
make it clear how or why he should be run down so soon after capture, since 
he was unwounded and had not been gassed when taken. He was again 
beaten on Armistice morning for refusing to continue working. When he was 
captured he declares that he was knocked to the ground with the butt of a 
rifle. Whether this occurred after he had been taken prisoner is not explained. 
The evidence is very general, but claimant avers that these experiences have 
affected his heart and it is upon this basis, as also on the ground of slight 
deafness, attributed to the beatings he received, that the claim is advanced. 

There is no medical evidence to substantiate claimant’s contention of 
impaired health due to maltreatment. 

Claimant appears to be under the misapprehension, common to many 
claimants, thath the mere fact of imprisonment, with some rough treatment 
entitles him to an award. As explained in Opinion annexed to the present 
report, this Commission has no mission to award punitive damages—its assess- 
ments must be limited to actual damage resulting from acts of maltreatment. 
Claimant has completely failed to make out such a case, and his claim must, 


accordingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 9, 1981. 


CASE 1961—JAMES CUBERT D’AOUST 


The claimant was a gunner in the 25th Battery—Regimental number 89324. 
He enlisted in March, 1915, at the age of 31 years. He was taken prisoner on 
June 3, 1916, suffering from shrapnel wound in the right hand. He was rapat- 
riated to England on December 9, 1916. He is in receipt of disability pension, 
amounting to $40 per month, including allowance for his wife, based on “ gunshot 
wound right hand, nerve deafness.” Prior to enlistment, he was a railroad 
fireman, averaging $100 per month, and since his discharge has been a permanent 
Civil Servant, at a salary of $1,380 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He contends that by reason of 
inadequate and poor medical attention his hand is more disabled than it would 
otherwise have been. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant confines his complaint to lack of proper medical attention to his 
wounded hand. From the evidence, it appears that he did receive medical 
attention, that he was advised to have the hand amputated, that he refused 
the operation and that the doctors then gave him such treatment as thev 
could. I am advised that this treatment was probably quite proper. In state- 
ment made upon repatriation, claimant declares that his wounds were dressed 
almost daily and has no complaint to make of his treatment. 
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This case should not have been advanced before this Commission. Claimant 
has failed to show any maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war—on the contrary 
he appears to have been particularly fortunate. Whatever disability he may 
suffer is entirely a matter for the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim 
is, accordingly, disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 1963—SAMUEL RAMSDEN 


The claimant was a private in the 29th Battalion—Regimental number 
76013. He enlisted February 27, 1915 at the age of 26 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 19, 1916, at St. Eloi slightly wounded in the left instep. He was 
repatriated to England November 25, 1918. He is in receipt of a 10 per cent 
disability pension, amounting to $16 per month, based on neurasthenia and 
synovitis. He was married January 25, 1919 and has five children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was working in a sawmill at $90 per month, and since his dis- 
charge he was employed as a millwright’s helper, at $1,400 per year, and is now 
with the post office, at a salary of $1,500 per annum. His pre-war employment 
as sawyer’s helper now pays about $150 per month, but he is unable to do that 
work owing to his condition. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that without 
provocation he was severely beaten and kicked by prison guards and was 
knocked down with a rifle butt, his teeth knocked out, his chin split open and 
was placed in a cell till the following morning without water or medical attention; 
was badly starved and had parcels withheld and had to sleep in a room with 12 
or more prisoners with an open latrine close to his bunk. Though declared by 
the prison doctor only fit for hight work, he was placed in an iron foundry at 
the heaviest work, loading iron ore and working around blast furnaces. Had 
to work two 24-hour shifts in six days. Was confined to the dark cells for 
attempting to escape. He now suffers from nervous debility and will have to 
use artificial teeth, both lower and upper for the rest of his life. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

The foregoing summary of claimant’s case, taken from the statement of 
claim, is substantiated by claimant’s testimony and the evidence of fellow 
prisoners. Attached to Giessen camp for the greater part of'his captivity and 
sent out upon working parties, claimant made four unsuccessful attempts to 
escape and, in addition to the usual punishment of solitary confinement, was 
beaten. In particular, at Stoudt, this informal manner of administering punish- 
ment went to extreme limits. Hit in the face, claimant was knocked down and 
rendered unconcious. Later at Wurgess, (sic) while attempting to defend him- 
self from an assault by a guard, he seized the rifle of the. guard, wrested it from 
his hands and was then set upon by the sentries with rifles. He had his chin 
cut open and several teeth knocked out. This incident is corroborated by several 
witnesses. It is unnecessary further to detail the treatment received by claimant. 
His attempts to escape were clearly visited with punishment which went beyond 
reasonable bounds. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from nervous debility, 
loss of weight and chronic gastritis. His percentage of disability is stated at 
25 per cent. The medical history files show that claimant suffers from neuras- 
thenia and synovitis for which ailments he is in receipt of pension. The certifi- 
cate of Dr. A. R. Baker, dentist, has been filed, establishing extensive damage 
to claimant’s mouth. Dr. Baker certifies to the good condition of claimant’s 
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teeth before the war, and to the shocking condition in which he found them 
upon re-examination after the war. ‘The upper teeth had all been extracted 
and on the right side considerable alveolar process had been broken away. The 
lower teeth had all been extracted but eight had not been replaced. 

~ Quite apart from the condition in respect of which claimant receives a pen- 
sion, I am of opinion that claimant was subjected to maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war which has resulted in disability to him. In particular I base 
this finding upon the condition of claimant’s mouth, which 1s shown to have 
been due to blows received from German guards. Having regard to all the 
circumstances, and the general observations contained in Opinion annexed to 
the present report, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $1,000.00 with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, 


to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 1964—-ARTHUR STANLEY HERBER 


This claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental number 
24101. He enlisted September 23, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, in the gas attack at St. Julien, suffering from a gunshot 
wound in the right shoulder, and gas. He was released to Holland and repatri- 
ated to England February 7, 1916. He is in receipt of pension, amounting to 
$30.00 per month for himself, his wife and children, and a dependent mother, 
based on limitation of movement, loss of power, and pain in the right shoulder, 
excision of the head of humerus, G.S.W. (France). Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a journeyman, having just finished his apprenticeship in making 
and repairing tobacco pipes, at $15.00 per week, and since his discharge has 
returned to this employment, earning $35.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which had resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of inadequate 
medical or surgical treatment of his wound after capture, resulting in loss of 
function of his right arm and shoulder. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant did not complete the usual form of statement of claim, but was 
heard before the Commission in Vancouver. When captured he had severe gun- 
shot wounds in the right shoulder. He was in hospital at Cologne, and, while 
he complains of the inadequate medical treatment he received, he is unable 
to point out the deficiency. From Cologne hospital he was sent to Stendal 
camp, where he complains of being chased by police dogs evidently employed to 
prevent the escape of prisoners. He apparently sustained no injury on this 
occasion. Claimant was operated upon in Germany and a small piece of bone 
removed. He was again operated upon in England at the Queen Alexandra 
Military Hospital. 

The only medical evidence of record is contained in claimant’s medical his- 
tory sheets, appearing on his pension file. These indicate impaired function of 
the right arm causing disability. 

In these circumstances, it is impossible to find that claimant suffers any 
disability as the result of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. There is 
nothing in the record to substantiate the claim that had proper medical attention 
been given him, claimant’s arm would have been less disabled. The claim must, 


accordingly be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 
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CASE 1966—JOHN DAVID LIVINGSTONE 


The claimant was a private in the 3rd C.M.R.—Regimental number 108346. 
He enlisted December 29, 1914, at the age of 19 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2/3, 1916, at the battle of Mount Sorrel, unwounded. He was repatriated 
to England December 8, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married 
May 15, 1926, and has ‘two children, Prior to enlistment, he did farm work at 
from $30.00 to $40.00 per month, and since his discharge, was employed as a 
truck driver at $20.00 per week, and driving a taxi, on commission. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
struck with butts of rifles and hit in the mouth several times, but is unable to 
detail any specific instances of brutality. He states that he suffers from heart 
trouble and stomach disorders as a result of his internment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent some time at Dulmen camp, but for the greater part of his 
period of captivity was employed at bridge construction on the Rhine near 
Coblenz. His complaints as to maltreatment are quite general; he speaks of 
peing ‘‘ knocked around ” but admits that these incidents were not marked with 
any particular brutality, and have left no disability. He complains that he has 
suffered, and still suffers greatly from his stomach and heart and is unable to 
tollow any continuous employment. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from ‘‘ heart trouble— 
periodic attacks of palpitation, accompanied by dyspnea.” No percentage of 
disability is stated in the certificate. The only remaining infcrmation is con- 
tained in claimant’s medical history files, which disclose, inferentially, that 
claimant’s present condition is not in any way connected with his treatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. 

In these circumstances, I am compelled to hold that claimant has wholly 
failed to substantiate his claim of maltreatment while a prisoner of war with 
resultant disability. His claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 


CASE 1967—GEORGE ALEXANDER McGEE 


The claimant was a Private in the 87th Battalion—Regimental number 
304464. He enlisted November 29, 1915, at the age of 21 years. He was taken 
prisoner August 15, 1917, suffering from gas and an infected arm, cut on the 
barbed wire when captured. He was repatriated to England December 3, 1918. 
He is in receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension, amounting to $21 per month, 
based on valvular disease of the heart and Tonsillitis. The claimant is a 
widower with two children both minors. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a clerk on railway construction earning $65 per month, and is now employed 
by the City of Toronto, Assessment Department, at a salary of $1,700 per 
annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of abuse, beatings with 
rifle butts and solitary confinement. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 


During the first ten days of his period of captivity, claimant was compelled 
to submit to a series of inoculations. He was taken to Dulmen camp where 
41429—8 


114 ; REPARATIONS, 1930-31 


he was beaten for stealing potatoes. He escaped being sent to the salt mines 
owing to a rash which broke out on his body. Claimant was attached to 
Munster camp and was one of the first victims of the “ flu” epidemic which 
broke out in 1918. Although running a temperature, he was compelled to 
work and was so weak that he fell several times, on one occasion whilst wheel- 
ing a wheelbarrow, injuring his ankle. Accused of malingering, he was fre- 
quently beaten. For an attempted escape in May, 1918, he was confined to 
cells and beaten by the guard. To these experiences he attributes a weak- 
ened heart condition, bronchitis, rhinitis, involving general weakness. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from rhinitis, chronic 
bronchitis, lack of thyroid secretion and chronic headache. His percentage of 
disability is stated at 25 per cent. Dr. A. J. Harrington, who certifies to the 
foregoing, appeared before the Commission. He has known claimant since 
birth, considered him in good health when he went overseas and found his con- 
dition greatly impaired upon his return, but has noted some improvement since. 
His evidence is quite general. 

It is clear that claimant has suffered some impairment to his health, but I 
am unable to find in the record the necessary connection between his present 
condition and maltreatment whilst a prisoner. The experiences which claim- 
ant underwent were common to all prisoners and while he was roughly treated, 
it does not follow that his general health was permanently impaired as a con- 
sequence. He was a prisoner for about 18 months only, and, in the absence 
of more convincing evidence, I would consider his disabilities to be of service 
origin. His claim is, in my opinion, one for the consideration of the Board of 
Pensions Commissioners. It must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 1970—JAMES MORTON VALENTINE 


The claimant was born in the United States. He enlisted in the Royal 
Flying Corps in Toronto in June, 1917, at the age of 21 years and was sent 
to the Royal Air Force (Imperial) in December, 1917. He was taken prisoner 
August 25, 1918, his plane being brought down in an air raid over Germany, 
at which time he held the rank of Lieutenant. At the time of capture he was 
suffering from a machine gun bullet wound through the left ankle. He was 
repatriated to England December 18, 1918. He is in receipt of a 70 per 
cent disability pension of £147 per annum based upon “ amputation left leg, 
ankylosis left knee, arthritis left wrist and little finger.” Prior to enlistment, 
he was at college, and since his discharge has been in the employ of Southam 
Press Limited, Montreal, at a salary of $58.50 per week. — 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of initial atten- 
tion to his wound. He states that he received no attention for three days and that 
during that period infection and gangrene developed, as a result of which his 
leg had to be amputated below the knee. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Zabern Hospital where he received no medical 
attention until the Monday following his capture, which would be four days. 
The wound in his ankle had then progressed to such a point that gangrene 
had set in and it became necessary to amputate the leg below the knee. This 
was only done three weeks or more after he had been captured. Through fur- 
ther lack of medical attention the knee became ankylosed. From his statement, 
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several operations were necessary as the infection advanced. Claimant con- 
fines his claim to this lack of medical attention and asserts, on the strength of 
statements made to him by British surgeons, that had his leg been properly 
attended to in the first place, it would not have been necessary to amputate it. 
Disability to his knee as a result of the gangrene poisoning constitutes a further 
disability. 

Claimants’s medical files are quite complete and indicate the amputation 
of the leg, the ankylosis of the left knee and arthritis of the left wrist and little 
finger. It would appear also from the medical reports on file that the wound 
had not been properly cared for in the first place, the entry reading as follows:— 

Gunshot wound in left leg, bullet in ankle, being removed 4 days later, leg and foot 
being put up in a splint. Suppuration occurred and pus tracked up, amputation for gan- 
grene was performed in middle of 4 of leg in September. The ends of fibula and tibia pro- 
ayia through the wound on arrival in U.K. Incisions for drainage have been made in 

igh. 
This entry brings some corroboration to the statement made by Plaintiff that 
his wounds were not properly treated. 

In these circumstances, I see no reason to doubt the statements made by 
claimant as to the treatment which he received while wounded in German hos- 
pitals, and I am of opinion that this testimony reveals gross neglect on the part 
of the medical authorities which has resulted in disability. It is perhaps not 
possible to say whether he would have lost his leg in any event, but it does 
appear from the evidence that the condition of the knee joint is directly attribut- 
able to the neglect referred to. I consider, therefore, that claimant has made 
out a case of present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner 
of war and would, accordingly, recommend payment to him of $1,000, with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, 


to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 1971—HARRY THOMAS TANDY 


The claimant was a private in the 5th C.M.R. Regimental number 415329. 
He enlisted August 3, 1915 (with the 140th Battalion) at the age of 18 years. 
He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, at Sanctuary Wood, suffering from gun- 
shot wounds in the side, back and neck. He was repatriated to England on 
January 1, 1919. He is in receipt of a 10 per cent disability pension, based on 
gunshot wounds in chest. Claimant was married December 30, 1930. Prior 
to enlistment, he was engaged in general labour, earning about $2 per day, and 
since his discharge has been occasionally employed but has done nothing for 
two years. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of heavy labour in 
sugar factories and in salt mines, beatings by guards with rifle butts, inadequate 
food and that he was made to work when ill. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Courtrai, in Belgium, sent then to Hanover 
and Celle-lager. He declares that he received no medical attention for his 
wounds and was sent out to work in a sugar factory before his wounds had 
healed. Sent to Hameln, he was further compelled to work and was then trans- 
ferred to the salt mines at Grasleben, where the work was heavy and beatings 
frequent. He relates an incident of being beaten in barracks for protesting at 
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the beating other prisoners were receiving because they would not work, after 
the date of the Armistice. A fellow prisoner has filed a letter corroborating 
this fact. Claimant spent about 18 months in the salt mines. He complains of 
his legs, eyesight and chest as major disablements. 

The medical record is restricted to the production of a certificate of Dr. 
Kk. A. Mackenzie, which is not very legible. It would appear that claimant has 
a chest condition, suffers from ulcers of legs, now healed, varicose in type and 
defective vision. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. Claim- 
ant’s medical files show nothing unusual apart from the chest wound, for which 
he receives pension. Upon discharge from the service, all systems were declared 
to be normal. 

Claimant underwent rough treatment whilst a prisoner, and though he has 
not established that the disabilities from which he suffers as a result of his 
treatment are very great, the fact remains that he spent 18 months in the salt 
mines under conditions with which we are familiar. The.eye and leg condition 
of which claimant complains have not been satisfactorily explained, and his 
chest trouble appears to be of service origin. Notwithstanding these deficiencies 
in the evidence, I am disposed to give claimant the benefit of the doubt, because 
of the period he spent in the salt mines. I would, accordingly, recommend a 
payment to him of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 16, 1931. 


CASE 1972—JOHN G. HADDEN 


Claimant was a Private with the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 113270. 
He enlisted in December, 1914, at the age of 25 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, slightly wounded in the right knee. He was repatriated to Eng- 
land December 26, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, but has an application 
pending before the Board. He was married in 1925 and has no children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed with a survey party earning $75 per month and 
board. Since his discharge he has been operating a small fruit farm. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings for 
refusing to work, punishment parades, operations without anaesthetics and con- 
tends that he now suffers from neuritis in the right leg from the hips down and 
has to receive continual treatment. He also suffers with stomach disorders due 
to bad food. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Mannheim, thence to Dulmen, where he 
‘remained for three months. He has no complaint to make, until he was sent to 
the coal mines—K-47—where, for refusing to work, he was made to stand to 
attention for eight hours. His resistance being finally broken, he consented to 
work, and though suffering from boils, he was beaten by a guard with a pit lamp 
for not working as required. He fell and hit his knee and though badly wounded, 
was not admitted to hospital for nine days. He remained in hospital for seven 
months and was then sent to Parchim for fifteen months. He has no special 
complaint as to his treatment here. His testimony was given in a modest and 
straightforward manner and carried conviction. He now complains of neuritis 
in the leg, which he attributes to the treatment received in the coal mines. 
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The medical evidence is furnished by Dr. George Chisholm who appeared 
before the Commission. He makes it clear that claimant suffers disability from 
his leg from neuritis, says the scars are evident and testifies to the fact that 
claimant loses time due to the injury. 

Claimant’s wound when captured was slight and not such as would, in the 
natural and usual course of events, leave any disability. That treatment in 
the coal mines was particularly harsh 1s abundantly proven by the testimony of 
many claimants, and it is not surprising that claimant did sustain an injury 
which aggravated the condition of his knee. I am satisfied, from the evidence, 
that the incident referred to by claimant did occur as stated and that it may be 
regarded as maltreatment. He has suffered some disability and is entitled to an 
award. I would recommend a payment to him of $600 with interest thereon, 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


~ Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 1974--THOMAS BOW 


The claimant was a Signaller with the Irish Brigade, First Division, British 
Expeditionary Forces, Regimental number $/18835. He was taken prisoner by 
the Germans, April 18, 1918. He was notified to appear at Regina on January 
10, 1931, but wrote to say that he would not appear as he had not resided in 
Canada prior to January 10, 1920. His form of declaration discloses that he 
first arrived in.Canada in 1925. 

As appears from the foregoing, claimant was an Imperial soldier. For the 
reasons explained in the present report, his claim cannot receive consideration 
from this Commission. Moreover, he has practically withdrawn his claim and 
there is nothing in the record to substantiate his allegations of maltreatment 
with resultant disability. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed, but with- 
out prejudice to any recourses claimant may otherwise have. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 19, 1931. 


CASE 1975—-GEORGE SCOTT GIBSON 


The claimant was a Sapper in the 2nd Tunnelling Company Canadian Engi- 
neers—Regimental number 503478. He enlisted January 10, 1916, at the age of 
23 years. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916 at the battle of Mount Sorrel, 
unwounded but slightly gassed. He was repatriated to England December 27, 
1918. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married February 8, 1919, and 
has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a coal miner, earn- 
ing from $1,300 to $2,500 per annum, and since his discharge has worked in the 
mines, earning $700 per year, and in summer works on the railroad tracks. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of hard labour 
and insufficient food, blows, punishment, exposure and general abuse. His nerves 
have gone to pieces, and he suffers from leaking valve of the heart. Also claims 
that his lungs are affected. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


. Claimant was taken to Dulmen camp where he complains of conditions 
generally and in particular that he was inoculated five times. He was removed 
to Duisburg, and made to work in a steel factory. He complains that the heavy 
and arduous work has permanently affected his heart. For refusing to work 
he was beaten about and declares he still carries the marks. At Munster camp, 
claimant got into an altercation with a guard, during the course of which blows 
were exchanged, and claimant received a beating for this incident. He admits 
that his punishments were given for “ minor breaches of discipline,’ and con- 
tends, apparently, that the mere fact of imprisonment entitles him to an award 
for maltreatment. His story is very disjointed, and it was found difficult to 
keep him to the point.. As a result of his experiences in Germany, claimant 
alleges an impaired heart and lung condition, due, in his own language, to 
“working 18 hours of the 24, night shifts, for them in mud and water, carrying 
steel rails, fourteen foot ties.’ Upon recapture, after four attempts to escape, 
claimant received the usual rough handling. He complains also of being sent to 
Wittenberg camp when typhus was epidemic. He contracted the disease and 
apparently suffered from the effects for months. While still ill, at Stendal camp, 
he was beaten for not being able to get up to go to work, and was placed in 
solitary confinement. Claimant relates a final episode, which would appear to 
have occurred at Stendal while he was working on a dredging machine. He 
went to the doctor with an infected finger, and resenting the rough treatment he 
received he struck the doctor, with the result that the sentries attacked and beat 
him. Claimant was most bitter in his denunciation of the German guards, but 
the coherency of his story is greatly marred by-the violence of his resentment. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic myocarditis 
and deranged action of the heart. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 
per cent in his own calling and 60 per cent in the general labour market. No 
physician appeared to testify on his behalf, but a report of his medical examina- 
tion upon discharge is filed, showing no disability and indicating all systems as 
normal. 

My difficulty in this case has been to find the connexity between claimant’s 
present condition and his experiences as a prisoner of war. After very careful 
consideration I have reached the conclusion that claimant has failed to make out 
a case before this Commission. That he may, or may not, be entitled to pension 
is without the scope of this inquiry. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
OrTtTawa, December 9, 1931. 


CASE 1976—MARK JOSEPH STEEVES 


The claimant was a Private in the 145th Battalion—Regimental number 
832805. He enlisted in August, 1916, and was taken prisoner May 3, 1917, 
suffering from gunshot wounds in left shoulder and hand. He was repatriated 
to England at the end of January, 1919. He is in receipt of disability pension, 
amounting to $46.83 per month, based on the loss of the left hand. He is unmar- 
ried. Prior to enlistment, claimant was a farmer, working for his father, and 
since his discharge has resumed the same occupation, income unstated. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that his wounded hand 
did not receive proper medical attention and contends that had he been properly 
eared for, he would not have had to lose his hand upon return to Canada. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was taken to Tournai, in Belgium, thence to Minden and Dulmen 
in Germany. He alleges that the only treatment received for his wounds 
consisted of preliminary dressings with paper bandages and that no attempt was 
made to suture the nerves, which had been severed. He has no complaint of 
brutal treatment, and, apart from poor and inadequate food conditions, confines 
his complaint to denial of surgical attention. 

The medical record indicates that claimant’s left hand is off at the wrist, “ due 
to gunshot wound of shoulder.” The further statement is made by Dr. G. W. 
Fleming, in certificate filed of record, that “ hand was lost because of lack of 
proper treatment while a prisoner in Germany.” He rates claimant’s percent- 
age of disability at from 60 per cent to 75 per cent. It is difficult to see how 
Dr. Fleming can so categorically state that claimant’s disability results from 
lack of proper treatment and it will be observed that he attributes the loss 
of the hand to the shoulder wound, while claimant himself attributes it to the 
injury to the hand itself. | 

Claimant has suffered a very definite disability, but I do not think that 
the evidence supports a finding that this results from maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. Claimant has not shown that the treatment he received was 
inadequate and it cannot be inferred, from the subsequent loss of his hand, 
that a better result might have been obtained had a timely operation been per- 
formed. Claimant’s case is one for the consideration of the Board of Pension 
Commissioners, which has already dealt with the claim. It must, accordingly, 


be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
OrrawaA, December 19, 1931. 


CASE 1977—GEORGE D. SCOTT 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental- number 
16242. ‘He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 39 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from two 
bullet wounds and gas. His wounds were not reported to the military authori- 
ties. He was repatriated to England November 25, 1918. He is not in receipt 
of pension, and does not appear to have made application. He was married 
March 21, 1921, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as second engineer with the Powell River Company, at a wage of $2,000 per 
year, and since his discharge has been engaged in farming and operating a 
chicken ranch. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled 
to work in an Iron Foundry and sustained injury to his eyes, that he was 
denied medical attention, was beaten and confined for an attempted escape. 
He now suffers from near blindness and has to wear glasses. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was attached to Giessen camp for the period of his captivity 
and spent the greater part of his time at enforced labour in the Geisweid Iron 
Works. Conditions at this camp were very brutal. Claimant was compelled 
to tend the fire box of a blast furnace, unequipped with goggles or other pro- 
tection, as were the civilian workers, and declares that he sustained permanent 
impairment to his vision, due to flying particles of metal, the intense heat and 
gaseous fumes. He reported sick, when he could continue at this work no 
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longer, was beaten into unconsciousness by the guards, who considered he was 
shamming, and also did 21 days’ solitary confinement as additional punish- 
ment. Claimant received no medical attention for his eyes, which were running 
matter, until finally he was admitted to hospital in Giessen. There he speaks 
of the treatment as good. Another form of punishment meted out to claimant 
was to be made to sit on stools, or stand to attention, in a room without air 
for such long periods that some of the prisoners collapsed. Claimant admits 
quite frankly that beatings were brought on by acts of insubordination and 
that prisoners who did what they were told generally escaped this form of 
punishment. I was impressed with claimant’s testimony and on material facts 
he is corroborated by the affidavits of fellow prisoners. He complains that 
his eyesight has been affected and also declares that a sum of £45 was taken 
from him when he was captured. . 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from his eyes. The 
certificate of Dr. N. C. Gilchrist, filed of record, is quite general and does not 
describe the condition, but he expresses the opinion that he believes the impair- 
ment of vision to have resulted from claimant’s experiences in Germany. Claim- 
ant’s medical history file merely makes mention generally that claimant’s eyes, 
ears and skin are normal. There is in the record a suggestion that his eye 
trouble may have been of pre-war origin but I consider that the affirmative 
evidence made of conditions whilst a prisoner is sufficient to outweigh any 
such suggestion. 

I am satisfied in this case, that the claim of maltreatment, whilst a pris- 
oner of war, resulting in disability, has been madé out. The outrageous con- 
ditions under which claimant was compelled to work could not have resulted 
otherwise than in injury to his eyes. As far as may be competent to me, I 
would suggest that claimant apply for pension in the usual manner. Upon his 
appeal to this Commission, I would recommend a payment to him of $700, with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, 
to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 1983—-PETER HERMAN ROBINSON 


The claimant was a Private in the 12th Battalion, transferring to the 16th 
Batalion—Regimental number 23045. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age 
of 24 years. He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of 
Ypres, suffering from a gunshot wound in the right foot and a slight touch of 
gas. He was repatriated to England on December 31, 1918. He is in receipt 
of a 20 per cent disability pension, which he states is for an ulcerated stomach, 
and receives $26 per month for himself, wife and two children. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he worked in a Brewery, at $3 per day, and since his discharge has been 
a clerk in the British Columbia Liquor Store at Fernie, B.C. at a salary of 
$120 a month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage te him. He complains of brutal treat- 
ment through being made the subject of reprisal by the enemy, which consisted 
of deprivation of food through his parcels being stopped, and whilst suffering 
from starvation, was tied to trees morning and night and was also compelled 
to work when unfit to do so. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was one of the unfortunate prisoners to whose lot it fell to be 
sent to a reprisal camp on the Russian front—near Libau, where he spent 18 
months. He has no complaint as to his previous treatment. He declares that, 
with other prisoners, he was deliberately starved as punishment, and made to 
work when too weak to do so. When an occasional parcel did come through, 
he gorged himself with food, causing injury. For being unable to do the work 
required, claimant was tied to trees for 2 hours in the morning and 2 hours in 
the afternoon, and was generally beaten with rifle butts. 

The medical evidence’ indicates that claimant suffers from a duodenal 
ulcer, said to be due to insufficient and improper food. His percentage of 
disability 1s stated at 30 per cent in his own calling and at 100 per cent in the 
general labour market. Dr. Douglas Corson, who certifies to the foregoing, 
did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s pension file bears out the 
gastric condition referred to, and carries some corroboration of his testimony, 
in the statement he told upon repatriation, which 1s filed of record. 

Not without some hesitation, I consider that claimant has proved that he 
was deliberately starved by way of reprisal punishment, and that some dis- 
ability to him has resulted therefrom. As stated in Opinion annexed to the 
present report, I do not consider that lack of food in itself constitutes maltreat- 
ment, but when this condition is intentional and deliberate I do regard it as 
amounting to maltreatment. Viewing all the circumstances I would, accord- 
ingly, recommend a payment to claimant of $500, with interest thereon, at the 
rate of 5 per cent per annum from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 1984 WILLIAM H. ASHFORD 


The claimant was a Private in the 38rd Battalion—Regimental number 
10098. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but 
suffering from a touch of gas. He was repatriated to England December 14, 
1918. He is not in receipt of pension, but may apply therefor. He was 
married since the war but has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was a 
machinist, although after coming to Canada he took on any work he could get. 
His wage as a machinist in the Old Country’ was approximately 38 shillings 
per week. Since his discharge he has been peddling from door to door, and 
can earn from $20 to $40 per week, depending upon weather conditions. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of broncial 
trouble, defective hearing, poor eyesight and a deep burn on the inner surface 
of the right forearm, still sensitive, which affects the use of the right hand and 
forearm. Has nervous trouble and defective memory. He attributes these ail- 
ments to beatings, exposure, heavy labour and confinement to cells while a 
prisoner. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

In his statement of claim, claimant asserts a large number of disabilities 
arising from his period of captivity in Germany. He spent time at Giessen, 
Mannheim, Hameln and Hueberg camps, in each of which he would appear to 
have encountered rough treatment. For refusing to work in lead mines, attached 
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to Giessen camp, he, with others, was lined up before a firing squad, and later 
beaten by the guards. Down in the mine he was also beaten and served time 
in punishment cells. Sent out to work on a canal, he was compelled to labour 
in water. At Mannheim, in a chemical factory, claimant was not furnished 
with protection for his nose and eyes, as were the German workers, and suffered 
severely. Here he burned his arm accidentally upon an oven and was denied 
medical attention. He complains that the chemicals burned and ate into his 
flesh, permanently injuring the arm. At Hueberg, he was taken ill with some 
bladder affection, refused treatment, collapsed and was finally operated upon 
to relieve the bladder. He developed pneumonia, and was confined to bed for 
46 days, receiving no treatment. Claimant’s greatest trouble, as a result of 
these experiences, is with his chest. The list of complaints is formidable and 
the recital of claimant’s grievances lacks much in accuracy and consecutiveness. 

The medical evidence is furnished by Dr. Alfred Thompson, who appeared 
before the Commission in Vancouver. (The claimant was heard at Toronto). 
Speaking of the arm injury, Dr. Thompson notes a scar, but is, of course, unable 
to state how the injury occurred. He does not, in any event, ascribe any 
great disability to this injury. Besides, it must be observed that the report 
of claimant’s examination upon discharge does not refer to any such scar, which 
could hardly have escaped observation. Referring to the pneumonic attack 
asserted by claimant, Dr. Thompson finds some impairment of the bronchial 
tree, declaring that claimant’s “ breathing apparatus is injured permanently ”, 
and adding that this is “the only thing there is for compensation”. It must 
not be lost sight of that claimant suffered from the effects of gas when captured, 
which may and probably did lower his resistance to chest ailments. Some slight 
impairment of hearing is found by Dr. Thompson; also an unstable nervous 
condition. 

It is not easy to reach a conclusion in this case. Claimant was not 
fortunate in the manner he put forward his case, and has left some doubt as to 
the exactitude of his recital of the facts. On the whole, however, I consider 
that the preponderance of the evidence is in favour of the view that he was 
subjected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war which has resulted in some 
permanent disability to his chest. In these circumstances, I would recommend 
a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent 
per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 1986—ALFRED KENDALL 


The claimant was a Sapper in the 2nd Tunnelling Company Canadian 
Engineers—Regimental number 503318. He enlisted on January 3, 1916, at 
the age of 39. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, at Sanctuary Wood, un- 
wounded. He was repatriated to England on December 20, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension amounting to $20 per month, based 
on “ defective vision.” He is married, and has three grown-up children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was a casual labourer, and since his discharge his occupation 
has been the same. He was unemployed at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that, while a prisoner of war, he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He claims generally injury to his 
health by reason of abuse and insufficient and improper food. 


MALTREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR 123 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant has no complaint as to the treatment he received at Dulmen camp. 
At Minden, where he spent the greater part of his captivity, he complains of 
being roughly treated, prodded and pushed with rifles and, on one occasion, of 
being struck and knocked down from a blow with a rifle. He does not attribute 
the defective vision, for which he is in receipt of pension, to any of these in- 
cidents; in fact, his medical certificate upon discharge shows his eyes to have 
been normal. He does complain of a “sore back,” which inferentially may have 
resulted from treatment whilst a prisoner. | 

The medical evidence is quite as general as claimant’s testimony. It in- 
dicates merely that claimant suffers from defective vision and rates his per- 
centage of disability in his own calling, (coal miner) at 100 per cent and in the 
general labour market at 20 per cent. Dr. W. W. Kennedy, who certifies to this 
condition, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files merely show that he receives a pension of 20 per cent, for defective vision. 

' Jt is quite clear that the case as presented completely fails to show a dis- 
ability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. Claimant admits 
that his eye condition has not resulted from any ill-treatment in Germany and 
he has wholly failed to establish any connexity between his alleged lame back 
and his treatment as a prisoner of war. The claim must, accordingly, be dis- 
allowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1981. 


CASE 1987—HERBERT SPENCELEY 


The claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental number 
24999. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 26 years. He was taken 
prisoner October 8, 1916, suffering with a shrapnel wound in the right heel. He 
was repatriated to England January 6, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension but 
has made application therefor. He was married March 22, 1926, and has three 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a farm hand and on day 
labour, and since his discharge he worked for a time as a labourer, making from 
40 to 50 cents an hour. Later he engaged in farming for himself and barely 
makes a living. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment, which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was put to 
work in the salt mines and here suffered starvation and was subjected to ex- 
cessive labour, being obliged to work, loading salt, for 8 hours per day. He 
never received any beatings, but was forced to work while starved and while 
his wound was troubling him. As a result of his treatment he contracted piles, 
from which he suffers continually—also suffered from boils. States that he also 
has tonsilities and pyorrhoea. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant has no complaint as to the treatment he received in hospital at 
Cambrai and Hanover, where his wounds were attended to. He was sent to 
Hameln and worked in commando attached thereto, until he found himself in 
a salt mine, which he refers to as Hameln 13. The familiar story of brutality, 
overwork and undernourishment is recounted. While claimant was not beaten 
himself, others were, and the conditions of work were so harsh and cruel that 
many prisoners welcomed wounds to relieve them from work, and very often 
injured themselves intentionally to escape going down the mine. Claimant was 
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_at this camp for 174 months. His hands became sore from handling raw salt 
and sores broke out all over his body, for which iodine and paper bandages were 
the only treatment. He complains of haemorrhoids, tonsilitis and pyorrhoea as 
the result of these experiences. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from pyorrhoea, infected 
tonsils and haemorrhoids. No percentage of disability is stated, and the 
physician (name indecipherable) who furnishes the foregoing information did 
not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history sheets reveal 
nothing unusual, and his board upon discharge shows all systems normal. 

It would have been desirable in this case that the medical evidence be more 
specific. The condition in which claimant now is may very well have resulted 
from other causes than those he indicates. Having regard to the general 
observations contained in Opinion annexed to the present report—particularly 
as to imprisonment in the salt mines—I am resolving the doubt in favour of 
claimant. I find some disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner 
of war, and would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of $500 with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to 


the date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 19381. 


CASE 1989—WILLIAM DOWLAND 


The claimant was a Private in the Ist Battalion—Regimental number 
114813. He enlisted January 2, 1915, at the age of 28 years. He was taken 
prisoner June 2, 1916, at the battle of Mount Sorrel, suffering from shrapnel 
wounds in the right arm and in the back. He was repatriated to England - 
January 4, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension. He was unmarried when he 
enlisted but appears to have married since and has one child. In the Old 
Country, he was a baker by trade, but since coming to Canada he has engaged 
in farming, both before and since the war. He gives no statement as to his in- 


~ eome. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that his health 
has suffered from inadequate food and suggests that an injury to his back is due 
to heavy work. 

The record in this case is very meagre. Claimant has not completed the 
usual statement of claim forms. He appeared before the Commission at Winni- 
peg and based his claim for reparation solely upon the ground of impairment 
to his health from inadequate and poor food whilst a prisoner. He had no com- 
plaint to offer as to any particular acts of brutality, nor did he speak of any 
permanent disability, except a general complaint of stomach disorders, and 
that his back troubles him. He was unable to connect his condition with any act 
of maltreatment. He speaks well of the medical treatment he received for 
his wounds, which healed completely and left no disability. It will be observed 
that when captured he was wounded in the back, which may account for thie 
weakened condition he complains of. 

There is no medical evidence of record. He was advised to obtain a cer- 
tificate from his physician and forward same to the Commission. This he has 
failed to do. 

In these circumstances, claimant has failed to make out a case, and the 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


sd 


Orrawa, December 7, 1981. 
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CASE 1992—ROBERT JAMES RANDOLPH RUSSELL 


The claimant was a Bombardier with the First Division Ammunition Column— 
Regimental number 304311. He enlisted August 25, 1915 at the age of 20 years. 
He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, unwounded, but suffering from a touch 
of gas. He was released to Holland in April or May, 1918, and was repatriated 
to England November 18, 1918. He is in receipt of a 40 per cent disability 
pension, amounting to $52.00 per month for himself and family, based on heart 
trouble. He was married August 9, 1919, and has two children. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed as a clerk with the Grand Trunk Railway, earning about 
$75.00 per month, and since his discharge returned to the railroad at $110.00 
per month for one year. He then entered law school, graduated in 1921, and 
has been practicing law ever since. ; 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of exposure in severe 
winter weather, bad food and being compelled to stand at attention for three 
hours at a stretch for refusing to work. He suffers from rheumatism, dizzy 
spells and heart trouble as a result of his imprisonment. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant received no physical abuse while a prisoner of war. ‘His claim 
is confined to impaired health due to exposure, poor food and the cold from 
which he suffered greatly. Taken first to Dulman camp, thence to Minden and 
Pruschius, he complains only of the exposure and punishment exercise or drill. 
Claimant was next sent to Arys, in East Prussia, where he remained eleven 
months. This was a punishment camp and the conditions were particularly 
severe and harsh. Made to stand to attention for long hours in the cold, with- 
out sufficient clothing and with scarcely enough food to subsist upon, claimant 
contracted what he describes as rheumatic fever, to which he ascribes an impaired 
heart condition from which he now suffers. 


The medical record indicates quite clearly that claimant suffers from his 
heart. It has become enlarged. Dr. Leonard M. Murray, who appeared before 
the Commission, is quite definite in his diagnosis of this condition. He con- 
siders that the trouble was probably rheumatic in origin and may have resulted 
from service. Claimant’s medical history files bear out Dr. Murray’s diagnosis 
and it is for this condition that claimant receives pension. ‘ The original disease 
or injury ” is declared to have been “ debility following imprisonment in Ger- 
many,” and is ascribed to “TJll-nourishment, exposure and close confinement.” 
Claimant’s reports, as appearing in these sheets, are substantially consistent 
with his testimony. 


In the absence of evidence of direct maltreatment it is difficult to establish 
the link of cause and effect. That general conditions, to which other prisoners 
were also exposed, have caused some disablement, does not, in my mind, meet 
the requirements of the case. Very clear proof of a deliberate subjection of claim- 
ant to exposure and hardship would be necessary to permit of a finding that 
he had been the victim of maltreatment. This, I consider, he has failed to show. 
I am of opinion that his recourse is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 
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CASE 1994--ARTHUR 8. WYLLIE 


The claimant was a private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 16606. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 23 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, suffering from a gunshot wound in the right leg. He was repa- 
triated to England December 27, 1918. He was in receipt of disability pension 
of $5.00 per month, based on “nervous debility following peripheral neuritis 
of the lower extremities,’ but commuted this pension in 1921. He is married 
and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed with the Canadian 
Bank of Commerce, and with a firm of Contractors, at $125.00 per month. He 
now appears to be employed by a Lumber Company, at $150.00 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He alleges that while suffering 
from salt poisoning in the legs, malnutrition, neurasthenia and scurvy, he was 
compelled, at the point of the bayonet, to work excessive hours in the most 
unhealthy part of a salt mine. He also alleges that his health was seriously 
impaired. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— . 

After capture, suffering from a wound in the right leg, claimant was marched 
from St. Julien to Roulers, where he remained in hospital 6 weeks, and also 
suffered from pneumonia. He was then sent to Giessen for about a year, and has 
no complaints as to his treatment here. He was sent to Saltau, thence to Lich- 
tenhorst and Celle-lager, and eventually found himself in the salt mines at Olden, 
where he was forced to work long hours underground and contracted salt poison- 
ing. His legs became a mass of sores, but he was compelled to continue his work, 
until finally released by a visiting officer, before whom he paraded. His legs still 
bear the scars of these sores. Claimant declares that he still suffers from his legs 
which have been permanently disabled due to the treatment referred to. 

There is no medical certificate of record, nor was any medical testimony 
adduced at the hearing, but corroboration for claimant’s statement, in part at 
least, is to be found in his medical history files on discharge, which note the scars 
resulting from salt sores. 

In this state of the record it is difficult to arrive at a conclusion, but having 
regard to the general observations contained in Opinion annexed to the present 
report, and in particular to the fact that claimant spent a part of his period of 
captivity in the salt mines, I am disposed to find that he has suffered some dis- 
ability as the result of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. I would, accord- 
ingly, reeommend a payment to claimant of $500.00 with interest thereon, at the 
rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 1995—FRANK G. PINDER 


The claimant was a Captain in the Royal Air Force. He enlisted October 9, 
1914, at the age of 28 years, and was appointed to a Commission in the R.A.F. 
October 2, 1915. He was taken prisoner March 28, 1916, inside the German lines, 
west of Arras, having been shot down while flying. When captured he was 
suffering from gunshot wounds in the right hand, left arm and back. He was 
released to Switzerland in November, 1917, and repatriated to England March 16, 
1918. He is in receipt of a 30 per cent disability pension, amounting to $34.00 
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‘per month, based on weakness and limitation of movement in the right hand and 
left arm following gunshot wounds. Also weakness and limitation of spine move- 
ment, following gunshot wound. He was married July 12, 1920, and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was engaged as a mining engineer in Alaska 
and the Yukon Territory, at a salary of $4,000.00 per annum, and since his dis- 
charge he has held various positions, at salaries ranging from $300.00 per month 
to $180.00 per month, at present. 


He alleges that while a prisonner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. His statement sets out that after 
capture he was taken to a field dressing station where his wounds were tied up, 
then placed in a motor car and taken to Peronne to a field hospital and placed 
in bed. In half an hour he was dressed and taken to General Headquarters 
where he was questioned, and as his answers were not satisfactory he was placed 
in the City Jail at St. Quentin. It was filthy and the stench was terrible. His 
arms were bound and he could not lift a jug from the table to get a drink, neither 
could he remove his top boots which reached nearly to the knee. He remained 
there several days and was finally removed to St. Quentin Hospital where he was 
washed, given food and had his wounds dressed. The wounds were infected. Then 
taken to a hospital at Aachen, for venereal and skin diseases he complains that 
it was abusive to put him with this type of patient while his wounds were open. 
Later he was removed to a prison camp at Crefeld, where his left arm swelled 
until it burst. A fellow prisoner, a medical student, treated him. In the Spring 
of 1917 he was sent to Schwarnsted in Hanover. The water was bad and there 
was disease in the camp. He contracted dysentery and was sent to hospital. 
Later sent to Holtzminden, where he had to strip to be searched frequently. Was 
sent to Heidelbery where he remained a few months before being sent to Switzer- 
land. States he suffers from broken down nerves and impaired digestion, also bad 
throat condition, and is unable to resume his former profession of mining engineer. 


An analysis of the evidence reveais:— 

The foregoing summary of claimant’s statement of claim is borne out by his 
testimony. He adds an incident which occurred at Crefeld. For stepping out of 
the line he was struck on the nose by a guard and permanently injured. This 
incident is corroborated by Capt. Victor McLean, who was present. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic sinus 
infection due to deviated septum, which is said to have resulted from the blow 
above referred to. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent in his 
own profession and at 30 per cent in the general labour market. A further 
medical certificate refers to stomach, bowel and nervous condition. Dr. T. B. 
Anthony certifies that he operated upon claimant in 1928 and again in 1929 for 
an infection of both frontal sinuses. Inferentially, this would tend to show that 
the inception of the trouble was of later date than ascribed and was not of traum- 
atic origin. 

It is evident from the foregoing recital that claimant is incapacitated, but 
_ the difficulty is to establish that the disability results from maltreatment whilst 
a prisoner of war. As pointed out, the sinus condition of which he complains 
does not necessarily or probably result from the blow referred to. Claimant’s 
remaining ailments, apart from his pensionable disabilities, have not been shown 
to be the consequence of maltreatment. On the whole, but with reluctance, | 
must find that claimant has failed to make out a case. The claim is, accordingly, 


disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 
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CASE 1997—JAMES JOSEPH MARTIN 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 16914. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 26 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but slightly gassed. 
He was repatriated to England January 1, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension. 
He was married April 8, 1919, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he 
worked as a timber cruiser, earning from $6.00 to $8.00 per day, and since his 
discharge tried unsuccessfully to resume his former occupation. He also tried 
driving a sight-seeing automobile in Victoria, B.C., but was compelled to 
abandon this work, owing to fainting spells. Since then he and his wife have 
been selling small articles from house to house. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of broken health 
due to rough handling while a prisoner; that he was bayonetted twice in the 
left leg, had two ribs broken with rifle butts and was struck in the left side of 
the head, received a two-inch gash in the head from an officer’s sword and was 
confined to cells for attempted escapes. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Suffering slightly from the effects of gas, claimant was taken to Giessen 
camp. On the way he was stabbed twice in the leg by a guard for lagging 
behind, but has sustained no disability from these wounds. For refusing to 
work at Geisweid Steel Works, he was roughly treated. He attempted to escape, 
_Wwas recaptured, beaten and put in a coal bin in solitary confinement for a short 
period. He was beaten again, sustaining a gash in the head and two ribs broken, 
and was even threatened with being shot. At Eschede, claimant was again 
beaten, and, from his own statement, would appear to have aroused the particu- 
lar hostility of his guards by his refractory conduct. He became a marked man. 
He speaks of another incident at salt mines (unnamed) when, weak with sick- 
ness, he was compelled to load 50 waggons of rock salt per day. He went sick 
and was relieved of this work. Claimant attributes a weakened heart to this 
experience in the salt mines, and confines his claim to this cardiae condition. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from nervousness, sleep- 
lessness, chronic headache, pains in left chest, breathlessness and pains over 
heart. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent. Dr. W. H. 
Kennedy, who certifies to his condition, did not appear before the Commission. 
No other medical evidence has been submitted. 


Copy of the statement made by claimant upon repatriation is of record. 
Upon his own admission—as to which he said nothing in his testimony—he sus- 
tained a heart affection in Canada, at Valcartier Camp, and was practically 
rejected as unfit, but succeeded in accompanying his battalion to England. In 
other respects his story does not coincide with his earlier statement. As a result, 
claimant’s credibility is seriously impugned. It cannot be said that his present 
condition of disability, from heart affection, has resulted from maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. His claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Ottawa, December 10, 1931. 
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CASE 1998—D’ARCY ALBERT LATIMER 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 2nd Battalion—-Regimental number 
8162. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from several 
gunshot and shrapnel wounds, with some gas. He escaped about July 16, 1916, 
and arrived in England on August 8, 1916. He is in receipt of a 100 per cent 
disability pension, amounting to $100.00 per month, including allowance for his 
wife, based on ‘‘ debility from neurasthenia, gunshot wound back, bronchitis.” 
He is married, but has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed by 
the J. R. Booth Lumber Company, at $8.00 per day. At the present time he is 
unemployed. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he did not receive 
proper attention and treatment for his wounds. He alleges also that he was 
beaten and on one occasion almost choked. | 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

With claimant’s medical file is a long report written on April 4, 1924, to 
Dr. F. P. Proctor, Vancouver, medical director D.S.C.R., which agrees substan- 
tially with claimant’s testimony. He complains of being beaten immediately 
after capture, when being taken back to Thourout, in Belgium. Sent to Giessen, 
he complains bitterly of the conditions as to housing, food and medical atten- 
tion. Two bullets were extracted from his back without anaesthetic, and he 
complains of the dressings and lack of subsequent attention. He was refused 
X-ray examination although still suffering from his back. For sixteen months 
he was compelled to suffer severe pain, and from loss of sleep and lack of proper 
nourishment his health, physical and mental, became greatly impaired. For 
his persistence in demanding treatment he was sent to prison and placed in cells. 
Apparently for some remark addressed to a guard, he was beaten, thrown down 
a flight of stairs and escaped choking to death at the hands of the guards by the 
timely arrival of someone in authority. This was in May, 1916. In July, 
claimant escaped to Holland. Claimant suffers from neurasthenia, general 
debility, bronchitis and a gastric condition. 

Claimant’s medical file is particularly complete and contains a statement of 
his hospitalization and treatment in great detail. There can be no question 
that his health has been greatly impaired and the major disability would appear 
to be neurasthenic in nature, with gastro-intestinal complications. The case 
has been one of great difficulty to the medical authorities. There is, moreover, : 
on file case report by Dr. James Cotton, M.A., of Toronto, dealing more par- 
ticularly with the digestive condition. 

This case also presents difficulties from the point of view of claim for 
reparations. I cannot say, from the evidence before me, that denial of medical 
treatment to claimant constituted maltreatment. Whilst the treatment may 
have been harsh, it has not been shown to have been improper. But I do regard 
the treatment which claimant received in cells as going beyond reasonable 
bounds. I have no reason to doubt the accuracy of claimant’s recital of the 
incident and, I think, in his weakened condition, that such deliberate brutality 
had an injurious and permanent effect upon his nervous system, which is, in 
part at least, responsible for the highly complex nature of claimant’s state of 
mind and health. Viewing all the circumstances, I am of opinion that claimant 
has made out a case of some present disability resulting from maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him 
of $800 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from Janu- 
ary 10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 
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CASE 1999—WILLIAM B. McCUAIG 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 38th Battalion—Regimental number 
135534. He enlisted in July, 1915, at the age of 22 years. He was taken 
prisoner August 10, 1918, unwounded. He was repatriated to England Decem- 
ber 27, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, has not applied, but may do so. 
He was married October 31, 1923, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he 
was employed as a printer, earning $14 per week, and since his discharge has 
resumed the same occupation, with wages running from $17 to $39 per week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that immediately 
after capture he did not receive proper attention. Later due to the application 
of an antiseptic solution, his hair came out and although it grew in again was 
never the same resulting eventually in total baldness. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner for about 4 months, and presents a very unusual 
case, based upon maltreatment. After capture, claimant was kept imprisoned 
close behind the lines, because he would not work. He complains of starvation 
and solitary confinement and denial of facilities to wash. He was not subjected 
to any physical abuse and was finally sent to Gustrow camp. Here he was given 
a bath in disinfectants, as a result of which his hair fell out. He contends that 
the disinfectant used was too strong, but he is unable to name or describe it in 
such a way as to permit of identification. The hair came in, but later, in Can- 
ada, again came out. Claimant stresses the disfigurement caused by total bald- 
ness and states that this handicaps him in his calling of salesman. He suffers 
from no physical ailment and makes claim wholly on the ground stated. 


The medical record corroborates the loss of hair and adds that what remains 
is white. Dr. E. C. Tate, who certifies to the foregoing appeared before the 
Commission. He was, of course, unable to state the cause of claimant’s loss of 
hair. He rates claimant’s percentage of disability at 25 per cent in his own 
calling and at from 50 per cent to 100 per cent in the general labour market. 


Claimant is over sensitive as to his condition. In appearance there is no 
disfigurement—at any rate such as I would regard as a disablement, and I can- 
not concur in the medical opinion as to claimant’s degree of disability. For the 
reasons explained in opinion annexed to the present report, the claim cannot 
succeed because claimant has failed to show maltreatment followed by disability. 
To be given an antiseptic bath is not maltreatment, and it does not necessarily 
follow that this was the cause of the loss of hair. The claim must, accordingly, 


be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 2000—T. B. HARTLING (Deceased) 


Claim is presented on behalf of the father and sister of the above named 
deceased, who died at Halifax February 17, 1922, of cancer. Deceased was a 
private in the 8th Battalion, regimental number 1239. He was taken prisoner, 
April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffermg from a gunshot wound 
in the right side. It appears that upon his return to Canada, he worked in the 
‘Samp Hill hospital at Halifax until his death. 
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It was explained to a brother-in-law of deceased, Captain B. M. Beck- 
with, who appeared before the Commission, in Halifax, that this Commission 
could not entertain the claim, which was evidently being advanced on the 
grounds of dependency. Claims for maltreatment as a prisoner of war are per- 
sonal to the victim and are not transmitted to his dependents. In these cir- 
cumstances, the claim was not further pressed. It cannot be allowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 21, 1931. 


CASE 2001_RODNEY GEORGE KIGHTLEY 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 2nd Battalion Middlesex Regiment 
(Imperials), Regimental number 41340. He was born in England, and came 
to Canada to reside in May, 1920. He enlisted in 1916 at the age of 26 years. 
He was taken prisoner March 27, 1918, at Ypres, suffering from shell shock. 
He was repatriated to England in November, 1918. He is not in receipt of a 
pension, and has not applied therefor. He is married, and has four children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was in the employ of the Post Office Department, earn- 
ing £2 per week. Since he came to Canada he has had various occupations. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that by rea- 
son of starvation and abuse he is suffering from general weakness, and in par- 
ticular from a weak back. 

Claimant was an Imperial soldier, who first came to reside in Canada in 
May, 1920. Applying the principles stated in other similar cases, and for the 
reasons expressed in the present report, I do not consider. that I can entertain 
the claim. The date constitutive of jurisdiction, in civilian cases, has been 
fixed as of January 10, 1920, and I regard it as equally applicable in cases 
relating to maltreatment as prisoners of war. Reserving to claimant any other 
recourses he may have, and, without dealing with the merits of the case, I 
must, therefore, disallow the claim as here presented. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2002—-ROBERT JOHN PARKINSON. 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
16684. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 31 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gun- 
shot wounds on the head, right leg and right foot, and a touch of gas. He was 
transferred to Switzerland December 27, 1917, and repatriated to England 
March 25, 1918. He was at one time in receipt of a 15 per cent disability 
pension which was discontinued on May 1, 1922. He is unmarried. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a contractor, earning about $2,000 per annum, 
and since his discharge held a position with the Provincial Government at a 
salary of $120 per month, but was unemployed at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being deprived of 
food and water for several days after capture, although wounded. He received 
several blows with rifle butts, one of which injured his back, and another 
knocked out his teeth. He now suffers from traumatic injury to the spine. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant tells a story of much brutality whilst a prisoner of war. On the 
way back to Paderborn hospital, he was denied food and drink, was struck with 
rifle butts and apparently contends that his back was injured as a result. 
From Paderborn he was sent to Senne-lager, employed at light work and was 
confined to cells for demanding his parcels. At Havelof and Laugendreer, (sic) 
working on a road gang he was frequently hit in the face and over the back 
by the guards, received no medical attention and complains that he was suffer- 
ing from numerous boils that were not attended to. Sent out on a farm, he 
attempted to escape, was recaptured, beaten, sent back to Senne-lager, thence 
to Minden, where he served solitary confinement and then landed in hospital 
at Frankfort, where he received some attention from a Russian doctor. Here, 
he was again beaten for not standing to attention, but finally was transferred 
to Switzerland as medically unfit. When confronted with the statement 
appearing in his medical history file that his back was injured in falling into ~ 
a hole, 9 feet deep, upon his attempted escape, claimant became very confused 
and was unable to offer any satisfactory explanation of the discrepancy between 
the two accounts of his injury. Claimant’s lack of frankness created a very 
unfavourable impression and his credibility was greatly impugned by the con- 
tradictions in his statements. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from traumatic injury to 
the spine. His percentage of disability is stated at 85 per cent in his own calling 
and 100 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. G. F. Carter, who certifies 
to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical 
history files are very complete and show clearly claimant’s reiterated statement 
as to the origin of his injury and that all his trouble dates from that time, the 
cause being set down as “ accidental fall on back in Germany while a prisoner.” 
__ In this state of the record, it is obvious that claimant has failed to estab- 
lish a case of maltreatment resulting in disability to him. The injury was of 
accidental origin and he has not shown that it became aggravated by his treat- 
ment in Germany. The claim must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


e 


Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 2003—STEPHEN O’BRIEN 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.,—Regimental number 
113462. He enlisted June 3, 1915, at the age of 18 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, slightly wounded by shrapnel in the shin, and suffering from a 
touch of gas. He was repatriated to England December 12, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 100 per cent disability pension, amounting to $130 per month, for 
himself and family and mother, based on tuberculosis and thyroid condition 
resulting in hysteria. He was married September 1, 1920, and has one child. 
Prior to enlistment, he was an apprentice baker, earning $7 per week, but since 
his discharge, he has been unable to work and has been frequently under hospital 
treatment. He is subject to epileptic seizures. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been tied up 
by the thumbs for refusing to work on munitions. Was beaten with rifle butts 
and was stabbed in the back of the neck causing semi-paralysis. He made sev- 
eral attempts to escape and received the usual punishments. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, where he was beaten and had 
two teeth knocked out for not saluting a German N.C.O. He made an attempt 


| _ to escape, was recaptured, and given 14 days in cells. He engaged in a fight 


with a German guard, knocking him into a canal, was badly beaten, before and 
after serving 40 days in solitary confinement. For later attempts to escape he 
was confined and was tied up by the thumbs with his chin blocked. <A certain 
truculence of manner may have provoked much of claimant’s trouble. At Min- 
den, for refusing to work and a further attempt to escape, he was again beaten 
and tied, and declares that he was stabbed in the neck by a German officer during 
the course of a scuffle with the guards in which he and an Australian prisoner 
engaged. He dates periodic attacks of epilepsy from this injury. To these 
experiences claimant attributes his tubercular condition and general debility. 

The medical record indicates that claimant shows the marks of a stab wound 
in the neck, suffers from general debility and pulmonary tuberculosis. His per- 
centage of disability is stated at 100 per cent. Dr. R.S. Stevens, who certifies to 
the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical file is 
quite complete, showing tuberculosis and hysteria. He is evidently a difficult 
patient to handle and has been frequently in trouble with the hospital author- 
ities. 

There can be no question as to the serious nature of claimant’s disablement. 
He is under a certain misapprehension as to the scope of this Commission and 
seems to regard its functions as supplementary to those of the Board of Pen- 
sion Commissioners. At the hearing the distinction between the two was 
explained to claimant. After carefully considering his case, I have reached the 
conclusion that, however provocative claimant’s manner may have been towards 
his captors, he was subjected to punishment and abuse which went beyond all 


~. reasonable bounds. His health has been wrecked and although he is in receipt 


of 100 per cent pension, I consider him entitled to an award from this Commis- 
sion, on the ground that his disability, in part at least, is due to maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him 
of $600, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 
10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 2004—STEPHEN LEBLANC 


The claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental number 8225. 
He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 21 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a bullet wound in the 
face. He was repatriated to England December 30, 1918. He is in receipt of a 
15 per cent disability pension, amounting to $19.50 per month for himself and 
family, based on gastritis and neurasthenia. He was married August 25, 1923, 
and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a clerk with a 
Gas Company, earning about $75 per month, and since his discharge has been 
emploved as a Postal clerk, at $1,740 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of forced labour, starva- 
tion, standing at attention for long periods, exposure, blows, kicks, confinement 
to cells and being tied to posts. His gastritis and neurasthenia are attributed 
to the treatment he received while a prisoner. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, was also at Vehnemoor, Osten- 
holzenmoor, Celle-lager, Saltau and Hameln. He complains only of two acts of 
brutality. On one occasion he was tied to a post two hours a day, for an 
attempted escape; the ropes cut his ankles. For another attempt to escape he 
was beaten by the sentries. In all, he made four attempts to escape, and was 
confined to cells for 14 days for each attempt. He complains now of stomach 
ulcers and neurasthenia with insomnia. 


_ There is no medical evidence as to claimant’s present condition; not even 
the usual certificate of a physician. Claimant’s medical files show nothing 
unusual, indicating merely that he is in receipt of pension for the ailments above 
complained of. 


In this state of the record it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in claim- 
ant’s favour. He has failed to show a present disability resulting from mal- 
treatment whilst a prisoner of war. His claim is one purely for the consideration 
of the Board of Pension Commissioners. It is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2005—BERNARD J. BROWN 


The claimant served as an Imperial soldier, having been Quartermaster 
Sergeant with the 103rd Machine Gun Company,—Regimental number 23391. 
He enlisted in England in August, 1915, at the age of 22 years. He was taken 
prisoner October 22, 1917, suffering with a shrapnel wound in the right testicle 
and the effects of tear gas. He was repatriated to England November 30, 1918. 
He is in receipt of a 25 per cent pension, amounting to $35 a month, based on his 
wound and pulmonary T.B. He was married May 8, 1919, and has 3 children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a bookkeeper and news agent, earning 
about $40 per week, and after his discharge held various positions and is now a 
proof reader, earning $30 per week. He came to Canada to reside in April, 1911. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that his right foot has 
become permanently injured through wearing wooden sabots while a prisoner. 
His eyesight, affected by gas, became aggravated because he was deprived of 
his glasses. He was also deprived of personal property and cash. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was resident in Canada before the war. Refused for military 
service here, because of his size. he went to England and was taken on there. 
He was taken to Dulmen camp and sent out to a coal mine near Sodingen. 
Here he complains of being deprived of his glasses, without which he could 
scarcely see. His boots were also taken and he was made to wear wooder 
clogs. Claimant refused to work in the coal mines, was beaten and made to 
stand facing a wall until he collapsed. He was frequently beaten and bears the 
marks on his back. He asserts that his right foot has been permanently injured 
from wearing clogs, and that his eyes have suffered from being deprived of his 
glasses. He also speaks of a tubercular condition, which he attributes to his 
experiences whilst a prisoner of war. 
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There is no medical evidence of record, apart from what is contained in 
claimant’s pension files. This refers only to his original injury and to tuber- 
culosis. There is no mention of an eye or foot condition. The record of hos- 
pitalization does not disclose any treatment for either of these two latter ailments. 

Clearly, as the record stands, claimant has not made out a case of disability 
to his eyes or foot resulting from maltreatment. All medical evidence is absent. 
He is pensioned for his original wound and for tuberculosis. 

The evidence of maltreatment is very meagre, but, having regard to the 
period claimant spent in the coal mines where conditions were extremely harsh, 
I think the record justifies a finding of some disability resulting from his treat- 
ment, notably to his chest. Viewing all the circumstances, I would recommend 
a payment to claimant of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent 
per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 2007—WILLIAM ALBAN RICHARDS 


The claimant was a corporal in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental number 
8176. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 31 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly wounded with 
shrapnel in the head and suffering from gas. He was released to Holland in 
March, 1918, and repatriated to England November 18 of that year. He is not 
in receipt of pension, but has made application therefor. He was married in 
1923 and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a civil 
engineer, and he is now a draftsman with the Department of the Interior, at 
a salary of $2,160 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to stand at 
attention without hat or coat in very bad weather. Developed pleurisy and 
pneumonia and now suffers from chronic bronchitis. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant has very little to complain of. At Giessen, Lichtenhorst and 
Hestenmoor camps he complains of no particular brutality. He protests against 
long hours standing to attention in all weather, and attributes to this exposure 
a bronchial and chest condition from which he still suffers. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s medical files show nothing unusual and he himself admits 
that he suffers very little disability and was informed by his physician that his 
chest and heart are “in first class shape”. 

This claim has evidently been put forward before this Commission under 
the misapprehension that it would further a pending application for pension. 
Claimant has failed to establish maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war and has, 
moreover, not attempted to prove disability resulting therefrom. His testimony 
was very frank and straightforward but the grounds of his complaint are without 
merit. The claim is, ARCORHREIE disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 
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CASE 2008—WILLIAM ERNEST COLBORNE 


The claimant was a private in the 38th Battalion—Regimental number 
246583. He enlisted July 10, 1916, at the age of 24 years. He was taken pris- 
oner August 10, 1918, suffering from machine gun wound through the right chest 
and back. He was repatriated to England, December 8, 1918. He is not in 
receipt of pension, his application having been rejected. He was married July 
12, 1919, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a decorator, 
earning about $31 a week, and since his discharge has had various occupations 
but was unable to resume his work as a painter due to the fumes. He is now 
a telegrapher with the Canadian Pacific Railway, earning $137 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that while in Darmstadt 
camp he was unable to remove his shirt quickly to be vaccinated because his 
wound was sore, and the sergeant knocked him down and tore the shirt off. 
He took him outside in the cold and made him stand stripped to the waist for 
about two hours. As a result of this exposure he contracted pleurisy, received 
no medical attention, and now suffers from tuberculosis. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner for about four months. His testimony bears out 
the facts alleged in the foregoing summary of his statement of claim. Claimant 
ascribes to the exposure related a chest or lung condition, as to which he is more 
fearful for the future than he is of any present existing disability. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic quiescent 
tuberculosis of left lung. His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per cent 
in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. J. F. 
Dunn, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. A 
certificate of Dr. J. K. Kelly is filed certifying to treatment given claimant in 
1928 and 1929 for pleurisy in lower left lung. 

Claimant, in common with many claimants, presents his claim with a view 
to supporting a pension application. He says: “I would like you to consider 
my case favourably and give me a little support towards pension. That is 
what I want.” It does not necessarily follow that two hours exposure in the 
circumstances noted would induce tuberculosis. Many other causes may have 
contributed. Claimant has not, in my opinion, established the connexity between 
his present condition and maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His recourse, 
if any, 1s before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim is, accord- 
ingly, disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 19381. 


CASE 2009—CHARLES A. SUMMERS 


The claimant was a Private in the P.P.C.L.I-—Regimental number 246049. 
He enlisted March 14, 1916, at the age of 19 years. He was taken prisoner 
August 14, 1918, unwounded, but suffering from gas. He was repatriated to 
England December 1, 1918. He is in receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension, 
amounting to $15.00 per month, based on heart trouble. He was married April 1, 
1931. Prior to enlistment, he was attending school, and is now employed as a 
Commercial Traveller, earning about $2,000 per year. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of food, that 
he was forced to work while not fit and was knocked about. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner for about 4 months. Taken first to Dulmen, he 
complains of the inadequate food on the journey. He was then sent to Metz, 
where he declares that he was knocked around and made to work when he was 
not fit. He was subject to fainting spells, evidently due to heart condition. 
His complaint is that his heart affection was induced by his experience in 
Germany. | 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s medical files show some trouble in his respiratory system. 
The pension file shows disordered action of the heart. 

It does not follow by any means, that claimant’s disabilities are attributable 
to his experience in Germany. The short duration of his stay creates no such 
presumption. In my opinion this claim is one solely for the consideration of 
the Board of Pension Commissioners. Claimant has failed to show a disability 
resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The claim must, accord- 
ingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, - 


Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 9, 19381. 


CASE 2010—PERCY GLADSTONE STOTT 


The claimant was a Lance Corporal in the 8th Battalion. He enlisted in 
August, 1914, at the age of 26 years. He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, 
during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from gas. He was 
repatriated to England December 27, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, 
but has made application therefor. He was married July 3, 1922, and has no 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a Commercial Traveller, 
earning about $4,800.00 per annum and expenses. He is now employed by a fur 
concern in Ottawa, earning $60.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being hit in the 
face, and lack of medical attention for his eyesight which had been affected as 
a result of tear gas. He suffers from nervous trouble and stomach disorders. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was hit in the mouth with the butt of a rifle while being taken 
back to Roulers and lost 3 teeth. Removed to Meschede, and then Giessen, he 
has little to complain of, declaring that brutality could be avoided upon com- 
pliance with orders. Sent to Vehnemoor, he refused to work, was beaten about 
in consequence but does not complain of any disabilities resulting therefrom. 
Working in the wet and mud has impaired his health generally. At Koenigs- 
berg, he complains of being compelled to wear wooden clogs which damaged his 
feet. Transferred to Saltau and Limburg, where he worked in the salt works, 
he has little to complain of. Claimant’s main complaint is as to the condition 
of his mouth, pyorrhea has developed and he has had to have most of his teeth 
extracted. He also complains of his eyes, but this was apparently due to the 
effects of tear gas, which he received at or before capture. There is some cor- 
roboration in the record as to the injury to claimant’s teeth, in the form of a 
letter from Dr. R. J. Yeo. who saw claimant immediately upon his repatriation 
and is quite definite as to the injury to claimant’s mouth. He saw claimant. 
later and attributes the loss of teeth to the blow received in Germany. 
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The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from impaired vision, 
both eyes. His percentage of disability is stated at 334 per cent. Dr. W. E. 
Mahood, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical files show nothing unusual, all systems being declared nor- 
mal upon discharge from the service. 

Clearly the eye condition from which claimant suffers must be attributed 
to service. There js nothing in the record to show that his treatment in Ger- 
many aggravated this condition. I do consider, however, that the incident of 
the blow on the mouth, with injury to his teeth and consequent disability, has 
been established and constitutes maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. In 
these circumstances, bearing in mind the frankness with which claimant gave 
his testimony, I consider that he is entitled to an award. I would, accordingly, 
recommend a payment to him of $600.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 
5 per cent per annum, from the 10th day of January, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 38, 1931. 


CASE 2011—FRED JAMES SHEARMAN 


The claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion,—Regimental number 7903. 
He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 23 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24th, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from two slight bullet 
wounds in the right ankle and right leg and from a slight touch of gas. He was 
repatriated to England December 27, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, but 
intends making application therefor. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as 
a draughtsman, earning up to $150.00 a month and since his discharge he is 
employed with the Dominion Government Penitentiaries Branch, as a draughts- 
man, earning $2,160.00 per year. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been com- 
pelled to work in a mine, lack of medical attention, forced to work in water, 
causing rheumatism, and blows injuring his teeth. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was beaten immediately after capture, because an empty cartridge 
case was found on him and he was suspected of looting. He was taken to Giessen 
and complains only of treatment on working parties. He was struck with pick 
handles for not doing enough work. Sent to Vehnemoor, where he remained for 
three years, he complains of being made to work in the water, with injury to his 
feet and resulting rheumatism. He declares he was wounded in the arm by a 
bayonet in the hands of a guard, and complains generally of petty annoyances, 
such as being tied to posts. For attempting to escape, he was beaten. He com- 
plains that his left ear is almost completely deaf and still discharges, as a result 
of this treatment. He also suffers from rheumatism, nervousness and general 
weakness. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from loss of hearing in 
left ear, bronchitis, rheumatism and marked nervous irritability and mental 
depression. His percentage of disability is stated at 334 per cent in the general 
labour market. Dr. J. H. Alford, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before 
the Commisssion, and speaks of a number of other minor ailments, and is of 
opinion that the rheuatism may result from a focus of infection to be found in 
these ailments. Claimant’s medical file contains nothing unusual, his last medical 
board upon discharge from the service declaring all systems normal. 
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Claimant’s ear condition, of which he complains chiefly, may or may not 
have resulted from conditions of exposure whilst a prisoner of war. It is difficult 
to say, in this case, that claimant was subjected to particular maltreatment by 
the enemy. Viewing all the circumstances, I am inclined to resolve that doubt 
in claimant’s favour, and to find that he now suffers some disability resulting 
from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. I would recommend a payment to 
him of $500.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
the 10th day of January 1920 to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2012—DR. WALTER REUBEN WIGMORE HAIGHT 


The claimant was a Captain in the Canadian Army Medical Corps. He 
enlisted in May 1915 at the age of 34 years. He was taken prisoner June 4, 
1916, suffering from a gunshot wound in the urethra. He was repatriated to 
England February 24, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension but intends making 
application therefor. He was married February 21, 1921, and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was engaged as House Surgeon in hospitals in Winnipeg 
and Vancouver, at $100.00 per month, and since his discharge has been practising 
for himself, but owing to broken health is unable to make a success of it. He 
earns about $2,000.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of mental strain, bad 
food resulting in bad teeth, is nervous and irritable and suffers with indigestion. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

This is a particularly distressing case but one which I fear this Commission 
is without authority to deal with. The claimant, a medical officer, after capture, 
was taken to Bischofswerda, in Saxony, where his wounds received attention, 
and as to which he has no complaint. He afterwards received treatment at Stutt- 
gart and was then moved to Crefeld camp, thence to Swarmstadt and, finally, 
to Holzminden. He was subjected to no physical violence or abuse, but com- 
plains of the attitude of his guards and the mental strain caused by their efforts 
to have the prisoners mutiny or disobey, in order to punish them. This megtal 
strain reacted upon the claimant’s health and by reason of his lowered resistance, 
due to the bad food and close confinement, has had a very unfavourable reaction 
upon his nervous system. The unbalanced diet very seriously affected his teeth 
and he has had to have them removed since. He complains, as a result of these 
experiences, that his mental vigour is not the same and that he is unable to meet 
the exigencies of country practice. He suffers with his stomach and has frequent 
attacks of indigestion. To summarize his complaints, he alleges that his health 
has been so impaired by his war experiences that he is no longer able to care for 
himself and his family. 

There is a certificate filed of record from Dr. Norman N. Guiou, certifying 
to claimant’s technical qualifications and his inability to meet the requirements 
of practice. Claimant suffers from a severe acne which is attributed to unsan- 
itary prison camps, and apparently also contracted a mild form of dysentry 
which has troubled him since. Dr. Guiou, however, states his main trouble to 
be from nervous system, declaring that his morale was so completely crushed 
that his mental state has never risen to the level where he can make use of his 
training to make a living. Claimant’s medical files reveal nothing unusual. They 
indicate hospitalization in England for his original wound and for influenza. 
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_ Tt can hardly be said in this case that claimant’s present condition results 
necessarily from his experience whilst a prisoner of war. With the greatest 
regret, I find that I am unable to reach a conclusion favourable to claimant’s 
claim for reparation. In my opinion his case is one purely for the consideration 
of the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be dis- 
allowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7th, 1931. 


CASE 2013—HARRY JOSEPH DESLAURIER 


The claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalionn—Regimental number 
8202. He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 22 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was released 
to Holland in November 1918, and repatriated to England December 9, 1918. 
He is not in recept of pension and has made no application therefor. He was 
married June 17, 1925, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was a clerk 
with the Ottawa Electric Co., earning $50 a month and is now employed as rail- 
way mail clerk at $1,800 per annum. 

He states that he is unable to give any instance of maltreatment or brutality 
and merely complains of the camp conditions at Saltau. The food was bad and he 
now finds that his teeth require attention and that he suffers from nervousness. 

It is scarcely necessary to analyse claimant’s evidence. He complains of no 
maltreatment and seems to consider that this Commission has jurisdiction to 
award him a pension possibly for the sole reason that he was a prisoner of war. 
He declares that he suffers from nervous exhaustion and that he has to have his 
teeth extracted. If claimant suffers any disability following his period of capti- 
vity, it is entirely due to general conditions of camp life, and, in his case, these do 
not appear to have been harsh. As explained in Opinion annexed to the present 
report, there is no element of maltreatment in such circumstances. The claim is, 
accordingly, disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 2015—FREDERICK VICTOR BRITT 


The claimant was a Private in the 19th Battalion,—Regimental number 
767212. He enlisted April 17, 1916, at the age of 19 years. He was taken 
prisoner May 9, 1917, and states he was suffering from a bullet wound in the left 
knee when captured. The military records state that he was not wounded. He 
escaped March 21, 1918, and was repatriated to England April 13, 1918. He 
commuted his pension based on neurasthenia August 30, 1920. He is un- 
married. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a shoemaker‘s apprentice at 
$4.00 per day, and since his discharge he pre-empted land at Beaver Lake, B.C. 
and works occasionally on Government road work in the summer, from which he 
averages $500.00 per year. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of his wound being 
neglected, and improper treatment for a boil, which injured the jaw. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Wounded in the knee, claimant was first taken to Douai hospital, thence to 
Rastatt camp. In June, 1917, he was sent to Hueberg and later to Loffingen camp, 
from which he escaped in March, 1918. Claimant does not complain of any 
particular acts of brutality, but alleges that he received no medical attention for 
his wounded knee, and has sustained a resulting disability. The statement made 
by claimant, upon repatriation, does not accord with his testimony before this 
Commission. In the statement referred to, he declares that his knee was band- 
aged, and, later, at Rastatt he speaks of treatment for his wound and declares 
himself satisfied with the treatment received. Moreover, his pension file indicates 
that the knee condition causes no disability. A further complaint is made as to 
the manner in which he was treated for boils on the chin at Loffingen. He declares 
that the German physician injected a fluid which worked into his teeth, and 
poisoned the bone, and has injuriously affected his teeth. In his original state- 
ment there is no mention of this incident. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from partial loss of 
function and weakness in left knee, partial destruction of lower jaw, neurasthe- 
nia, and general debility. His percentage of disability is declared at 25 per cent 
in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. The physician 
who certified to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 

In this state of the record, I find that claimant has failed to make out a case 
of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war resulting in disability to him. As 
stated, his testimony and statement do not agree as to the medical treatment 
to his knee, and he has also failed to show that the alleged inoculation for boils 
was improper treatment. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commussioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2016—ROBERT WILLIAM BRADLEY 


The claimant was a Private in the 50th Battalion,—Regimental number 
435842. He enlisted July 5, 1915, at the age of 18. (According to his Attestation 
Paper he was aged 22). He was taken prisoner November 19, 1916, unwounded. 
He was repatriated to England January 12, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension, 
and has not applied therefor. He was married September 28, 1921, and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was a student and school teacher, earning 
$1,200.00 per annum. After his discharge, he completed his university course, 
and since 1923, has practised dentistry. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that by reason 
of exposure and lack of food he contracted cystitis, which later led to kidney 
trouble, necessitating an operation, since which time his health has never been 
normal. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant, according to his evidence, was kept working behind the German 
lines, in retaliation for similar treatment alleged to have been imposed upon 
German prisoners. He thus spent several months at Cambrai, Queant, Ecourt, 
Souci Couchy, Denain, Rasmes, Warlaing and Marchiennes. He complains chiefly 
of the poor living conditions, lack of food and hard work, which brought on a 
bladder complaint from which he suffered severely and which finally necessitated 
-an operation in 1921, in Canada. He does not allege any particular acts of 
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brutality by his guards during this period, but complains that he received no 
medical attention for his bladder condition. He states that practically all the 
prisoners suffered similarly. Claimant’s later experiences at prison camps in 
Germany, viz: Friederichfeld and Parchim are without special incident. He con- 
tends that as a result of his period of captivity his health has been permanently 
impaired—the kidney condition being stressed. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers (history of renal calculi) 
from characteristic urinary excretion periodically, which is attributed to 
exposure while a prisoner of war. His percentage of disability is stated at from 
10 per cent.to 20 per cent in his own calling (dentist). Dr. V. Stanley Kaufman, 
who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant 
has filed a letter from Dr. F. 8. Patch, of Montreal, who operated upon him in 
December, 1921. Dr. Patch removed a calculus from the pelvis of the left kidney 
by a pyclo-lithotomy operation. He does not find anything in the history of 
the case which would definitely establish claimant’s contention that the calculus 
dated from war service, but does express the opinion that the stone for which 
he operated probably had its origin or was associated with the attack of fre- 
quency which claimant suffered while in Germany. Claimant’s medical history 
file records ‘“‘all systems normal with exception of genito-urinary,” but the his- 
tory of the case is not entirely favourable to claimant. 

In this state of the record I am compelled to find that claimant has not 
discharged the burden resting upon him of showing that his present condition 
results from any maltreatment to which he was subjected whilst a prisoner of 
war. The impairment to his health may possibly have been due to other causes 
and the claim, accordingly, fails. It is disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commassioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2017—CHARLES C. PARTRIDGE 


The claimant was a Private in the 19th Battalion—Regimental number 
285678. He enlisted January, 5, 1917, at the age of 18 years. He was taken 
prisoner June 21, 1918, suffering from gunshot wounds in the left thigh, wrist 
and arm. He was repatriated to England December 20, 1918. He is in receipt 
of a 65 per cent disability pension amounting to $87.75 per month, for himself 
and his family, based on the wounds in his left leg and left arm and on defective 
speech. He was married in September, 1924, and has three children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a shipping clerk, earning $15.00 a week and 
aaa his discharge has been employed as a draughtsman, earning $25.00 per 
week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that while being 
carried back by the Germans as a prisoner and suffering from his wounds and 
broken leg, he suffered unspeakable torture because of the rough way his cap- 
tors handled him. A German sentry kicked him in the wounded leg causing 
him to shriek with pain. This rough handling continued, causing his wound to 
break open and to discharge freely. He had not been given a bath-or any 
proper attention but was finally allowed a tin tub partly filled with ice cold 
water, and left alone until he nearly froze. He states that sanitary conditions 
were abominable and that his leg began to swell in the region of the knee, causing 
him to suffer intense pain. He was operated upon without an anaesthetic on 
two occasions, which caused him to faint with pain. At no time during his 
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period of captivity was he able to put his foot to the floor or to fend for him- 
self. As a result of this treatment, he now has to wear a full length steel splint, 
which gives him much pain and discomfort. He also suffers from a weakened 
left arm, with long spells of aching in it. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

The foregoing summary of claimant’s statement of claim is borne out by 
his testimony. His story is one of revolting cruelty and inhumanity to a 
wounded prisoner in German hospitals. What surgical treatment he did receive 
was unbelievably harsh. He speaks of having a piece of protruding bone 
forcibly broken away by the surgeon while three guards held him down. Claim- 
ant created a very favourable impression and while it is difficult to believe his 
story, so gross is the detail, 1 am satisfied that it 1s substantially accurate. The 
medical record of his hospitalization in England and Canada is very complete. 
He was only discharged from hospital in 1923. The reason for the impediment 
in claimant’s speech, which is very marked, has not been explained. 

I have little hesitation in finding, in this case, that claimant was subjected 
to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war, which had the effect of aggravating 
already serious wounds and that claimant’s present evident disability is greater 
than it would have been had he received even casual surgical attention. What 
the aggravation so caused amounts to it is impossible to say, but having regard 
to the pension claimant is receiving, I am disposed to recommend a payment 
to him of $1,200.00 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner, 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 2018—CHARLES MURDOCK 


The claimant was an acting Quartermaster Sergeant in the Third Battalion. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 24 years, Regimental number 9813. 
He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres suffer- 
ing from a slight shrapnel wound in the back and from gas. He was released 
to Holland before the Armistice in 1918 and was repatriated to England October 
24, 1918. He is in receipt of a 25 per cent disability pension amounting to 
$32.50 per month based on heart and nervous trouble and neuralgia. He was - 
married June 4, 1919, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a surveyor earning $9.00 per week and since his discharge has been 
engaged as a clerk in the City Road Department, Toronto, at a salary of $32.00 
per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been con- 
fined to dark cells on at least 20 occasions for refusing to work when unable 
to do so. Has trouble with his feet owing to the wearing of wooden clogs. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant spent the entire time of captivity at, or attached to, Giessen 
camp. He speaks generally of rough treatment consisting of beatings and 
repeated confinement to cells because he would not work. Suffering from the 
injury to his back, he declares that he was unable to work. He speaks of one 
occasion when he was beaten into unconsciousness and came to in hospital and 
found that several teeth had been knocked out. Furnished with wooden clogs, 
he was compelled to parade for long hours, which injured his feet. At a stone 
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quarry he was unable to work, due to his back and fainted when shoved and 
kicked by the guards. Returned to Giessen, he was put in cells for ten days and 
made to sit at attention on a stool for long periods. He complains of heart 
trouble and rheumatism. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from general physical 
and nervous debility, chronic endocarditis and myocarditis. His percentage of 
disability is stated at 40 per cent in his own calling and 100 per cent in the 
general labour market. Dr. J. W. Burnett, who certifies to the foregoing, 
appeared before the Commission. He confirms the diagnosis contained in his 
certificate and also speaks of some gastric trouble. He expresses the view that 
the heart trouble may have resulted from being compelled to work when suffer- 
ing from rheumatism. 

Claimant’s complaints are of a general nature. None of the acts of physical 
abuse would appear to have left any disability, but the sum total of his experi- 
ences and the strain imposed upon his powers of resistance, has probably caused 
the heart affection from which he now suffers. Viewing all the circumstances 
of the case, and for the reasons expressed in opinion annexed to the present 
report, I do not consider that claimant has shown that he suffers a present dis- 
ability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His recourse, 
if any, is elsewhere. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2020—ALBERT VICTOR EDWARD ALLEN 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 113054. 
He enlisted June 11, 1915, at the age of 27 years. He was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 18, 1918. He is 
not in receipt of pension although he says he made application therefor and under- 
went a medical examination at the Christie Street Hospital, Toronto, and received 
vocational training. He was married in April, 1921, and has one child. Prior 
to enlistment, he worked in lumber camps for $45.00 per month and board, and 
since his discharge has held different positions but is now with the Post Office, 
at a salary of $1,020.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of abuse, of being com- 
pelled to work when unfit, punishment parades, beatings, confinement to cells, 
and exposure. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent the first three months of his captivity at Dulmen camp. 
The only ill treatment complained of is that of being made to stand to attention 
for long hours for refusing to work. This punishment, coupled with lack of 
food, weakened claimant’s condition of health, which was never very robust. 
At Minden the treatment was similar, with the additional grievance that claimant 
was compelled to work when unfit. He took ill with bronchitis and was in 
hospital, where the treatment was good. Next sent to a cement factory, he 
complains that the work of filling and lifting bags of cement was too heavy for 
him and that failing to do the amount of work assigned to him, he was beaten. 
The punishment of compelling prisoners to stand to attention was also resorted 
to here. He escaped being sent to a Russian camp, by absenting himself, was 
tried by court martial and sentenced to two weeks in cells. As a result of these 
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experiences, he complains that his back still troubles him. This condition. first 
developed about six years ago. He also has a hernia, but this is probably of 
post-war origin. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from a sprained back, 
left inguinal hernia and loss of hair on the head. His percentage of disability 
is stated at 10 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. H. K. Moir, who 
certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission in support of 
claimant’s case. He finds claimant’s health undermined from a nervous stand- 
point, describing him as a “ borderline nervous wreck.’’ General debility with 
intercostal neuralgia is present and his capacity for heavy work greatly impaired. 
Claimant’s medical history files are not favourable to his claim. 

Claimant made a statement upon repatriation which deals solely with 
maltreatment to other prisoners. He does not mention himself as being sub- 
jected to ill treatment. I am inclined to think that the present application is an 
afterthought, and has no real merit before this Commission. Claimant has failed 
to show that any present’ disability results from maltreatment whilst a prisoner 
of war. His claim, if any, is one for the consideration of the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be. disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 


CASE 2021—ALFRED WILLIAM BECKETT 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 9646. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 24 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated to 
England December 31, 1918. He is in receipt of 100 per cent disability pension 
based on dementia praecox. The claimant is insane; his father presents the 
claim on his behalf. There is no information as to his pre-war employment, 
and, after his return to Canada, he left for Detroit, where he worke for a time 
with the Ford Company. While there he suffered a mental breakdown. 

The claimant’s father alleges that while a prisoner his son was subjected to 
maltreatment which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains 
that as a result of his son’s treatment in the prison camps and salt mines, he 
returned home in an extremely nervous condition and is now insane and confined 
to Westminster Hospital, London, Ontario, with very little hope of ultimate 
recovery. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claim is made by the father of claimant:on his behalf. Claimant, as 
appears above, is an inmate of Westminster Hospital, London, Ontario, suffering 
from dementia praecox. The evidence of a fellow prisoner is of record, but 
does not establish any particular maltreatment to claimant whilst he was a 
prisoner. The last time witness saw claimant, in 1916, he appeared to be quite 
sane. The military record contains entries ‘of punishments to claimant for 
infractions of discipline and he appears to have been a difficult subject to handle. 
There is a suggestion appearing in the record, from claimant’s mother, that . 
another son also suffers from mental aberration. ‘The case rests upon the infer- 
ence that claimant’s treatment in Germany induced and brought about his mental 
state. I do not consider that the inference so drawn is strong enough to justify 
a finding, in fact, that claimant’s present condition results from maltreatment 

4142910 


146 REPARATIONS, 1930-31 


whilst a prisoner of war. There is some suggestion that domestic difficulties may 
have contributed to the derangement of claimant’s mind. As to this I cannot 
say. Claimant is in receipt of full disability pension. Upon the facts disclosed, 
I do not consider that he is entitled to claim before this Commission. The 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL 
Commissioner. 

Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2022—SIDNEY WILFRED BARRETT 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27613. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 17 years. His attestation 
paper indicates that he was 20 years of age. He was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from gas. He 
was repatriated to England December 21, 1918. He was in receipt of pension, 
amounting to $450 per annum, based on bronchial trouble. He commuted this 
pension October 20, 1920, but has applied for reinstatement. He was married 
November 5, 1919, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a shipping clerk, earning about $12 per week, and since his discharge he 
farmed for a while, then drove a truck, and is now employed with the Customs 
Department at a salary of $1,500 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment, which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of general abuse, work 
in a stone quarry and three years’ labour in the salt mines at from 8 to 16 
hours per day. He suffers from bronchial trouble, rheumatism and stomach 
disorders and complains of heart trouble and bad nerves. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Except for a short period at Gottingen camp, where claimant was first taken, 
he spent the remainder of his captivity—3 years—in the Salsted salt mines, 
where the treatment, as described in this and other cases, was of the most 
brutal nature. Notwithstanding some reticence on the part of claimant, there 
is clear evidence of maltreatment in the mines. On one occasion he was struck 
and cut by a bayonet in the hands of a guard, for the reason that he was not. 
working fast enough. Claimant developed salt sores, as did the other prisoners, 
but received no treatment therefor. Made to work long hours, poorly fed and 
beaten, it is not surprising that claimant’s health suffered. He complains in 
a general way of debility and, while he has made some improvement under 
medical care, still suffers from bronchitis, an impaired digestive system and 
nervousness. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from anaemia, neurosis, 
inability to concentrate, for which he was attended by his family physician, 
Dr. W. G. Russel, who appeared before the Commission. Dr. Russel finds 
claimant in better health now than when he first examined him after the war, 
but is of opinion that his health will never be completely restored. He knew 
claimant before the war as a healthy, robust youth, and ascribes his present 
condition to his experiences as a prisoner. The pension files show an impaired 
respiratory system, for which claimant originally received a pension. | 

Notwithstanding the improvement in claimant’s health, I am of opinion 
that he will suffer some permanent disability, and this I attribute directly to 
his experiences in Germany. The salt mines in Germany were the worst of the 
prison camps, and it is surprising that prisoners, who were forced to spend as 
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much as 3 years there, came out as well as they did. On the whole, I would 
recommend a payment to claimant of $500 with interest thereon at the rate of 
-5 per cent per annum, from the 10th day of January, 1920, to the date of 


payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2024—JAMES BEATTIE 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 
9769. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 22 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a 
shell fragment wound in the left thigh and a touch of gas. He was repatriated 
to England January 13, 1919. He is in not in receipt of pension, his applica- 
tion having been rejected. He has appealed. He was married in March, 1919, 
and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a teamster, 
earning $11.50 per week, and since his discharge has followed the same occupa- 
tion, and now earns about $21 per week. He loses pay when forced to lay off 
work, approximately three months a year. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of proper 
medical treatment for his wound; that he was beaten with fists, feet and rifle 
butts, and had seven teeth knocked out. He suffers from severe headaches and 
injury to his right arm. He asserts that his leg aches continually and that his 
right hand is troublesome and hinders him in his work. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent 6 months in hospital after his capture, for the wound in his 
thigh. While he complains generally that the treatment was improper, it appears 
that his leg was dressed and bandaged almost daily. There is nothing in the 
record to substantiate any claim for disability resulting from inadequate medical 
treatment. He speaks of an injury to his arm at Langemoor camp due to a 
beating with rifle butts by the guards, and also asserts that he had his teeth 
knocked out at the same time. This assault was, on claimant’s statement, quite 
unprovoked. He also complains that he still suffers from headaches, the result 
of the blows received during the incident related. One other incident is referred 
to generally, a beating received at a sugar factory. The claim for disability is 
confined to the headaches and his head. Claimant’s story failed to carry con- 
viction and while he may have been roughly handled, I am of opinion that the 
recital of his grievances has lost nothing in the telling. 


The medical evidence in support of the claim is entirely inadequate. A 
certificate of Dr. W. P. Thomson is filed, to the effect that claimant has “ diffi- 
culty in holding a job or ordinary labouring work.” His percentage of dis- 
ability is stated at 50 per cent. Claimant’s pension files disclose no disability, 
his general health is declared to be good. 


It is obviously impossible to base an award upon the evidence submitted. 
Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The 


claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 
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CASE 2025—WILLIAM: BERTRAM 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 9882. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 24 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24,-1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering 
slightly from gas. He was repatriated to England December 27, 1918. He is 
not in receipt of pension but has made application therefor. He was married 
in 1921 and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a lumber 
shipper earning $14.00 per week, and since his discharge has been employed as 
shipper, with an ice cream manufacturing concern, earning $28.00 per week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of general abuse and 
permanent injury to his’ toe, beatings, blows on the head, causing injury, and 
of being compelled to work when unfit. He now suffers from gastritis, piles, 
injury to his toe and nervous disorders. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was held as a prisoner at Giessen for 10 months, where he worked 
in a stone quarry. His hands became infected and blood poisoning set in. He 
‘received no medical attention, was placed in confinement for 13 days, when 
finally the inflammation burst and the hands healed without any apparent dis- 
ability. Claimant was sent to Dedeiseim for six weeks, where he complains of 
general rough treatment. At Lichtenhorst, he was beaten on one occasion. 
Bohinte was the next camp, where claimant spent the remainder of his cap- 
‘tivity, except for the time he was sent to a farm. He complains of being made 
to wear clogs, while doing farm labour, and that his feet have been permanently 
injured as a result. He also accuses the farmer of having deliberately dropped 
a plank on his foot, breaking the great toe, from which he still suffers. He 
admits, however, that this incident may have been an accident. 


The. medical record indicates that claimant suffers from choleceptitis asso- 
ciated with gastritis, hemorrhoids, nerves and injury to great toe. His per- 
centage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. H. Waddington, who certifies 
to the foreging, appeared before the Commission on behalf of claimant. In 
amplification of his certificate, he finds claimant’s chief trouble to be inflam- 
mation of the gall bladder associated with gastritis. He speaks also of 
hemorrhoids, the injury to the great toe and nervous condition. He finds no 
disability to claimant’s hands and attributes the internal troubles to food con- 
ditions. 


From a careful review of the evidence I am unable to say that claimant’s 
present disability is the result of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The 
injury to claimant’s toe was of accidental origin. As explained in Opinion 
annexed to the present report the conditions referred to by claimant were general 
in nature, and cannot be regarded as maltreatment, within the meaning of the 
relevant sections of the Treaty of Versailles. If claimant suffers a permanent 
disability, as he states, his recourse is elsewhere. The claim must, accordingly, 
be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. ) 
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CASE 2026—RICHARD BARCLAY 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 9894. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 37 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but. suffering slightly 
from gas. He was repatriated to England November 18, 1918. He states that 
he never received a pension, but the military records show that he was at one time 
in receipt of a pension, which has ceased. He is not married. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed with the Massey Harris Company, at a wage of $14.50 
per week and since his discharge was employed with the same company earning 
$63.00 every two weeks, until October 1929, when, owing to industrial conditions, 
the plant partly shut down and he has only been working Parb time since, at 
the same rate of pay. 


He alleges that while a prisoner is was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of improper nourishment, 
improper dental treatment, solitary confinement in cells and punishment barracks. 
He suffers from serious stomach trouble and jaundice. Had to have an operation 
for stomach ulcers, which cost him $325.00. Contracted pneumonia due to his 
run down condition. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant is an old soldier, having served in previous campaigns. He spent 
the first 8 months of his captivity at Giessen camp and complains of no particular 
acts of brutality. He states that his ill-treatment here was ‘“ mostly mental”, 
being made to undergo solitary confinement and made to sit upon a stool for 
long hours. Because he refused to volunteer work (being a non-commissioned 
officer) he was sent to Hestenmoor camp, where he remained for the duration of 
the war. His complaint here is that the treatment he received for his teeth, at 
the hands of a woman dentist, was so bad that his teeth were ruined and he was 
compelled to go toothless for 18 months; the plate made for him did not fit and. 
could not be used. As a result claimant avers that his stomach has been affected, 
with consequent reaction upon his nerves. 


The medical record in this case is not very satisfactory. Copy of what 
purports to be a medical certificate is filed, but the original has not, as was under- 
taken at the hearing, been produced. For reasons which are abundantly clear 
from claimant’s medical history, it was essential that a very clear case should be 
made establishing the connexity between claimant’s present condition and his 
treatment whilst a prisoner in Germany. Claimant declares that he is not in 
receipt of a pension, but the files disclose that he did receive a pension for a 
malady which cannot result from any imprisonment experiences. I hardly think 
it necessary to enlarge upon this feature of the case. 


Having regard to all the circumstances, I am compelled to hold that claimant 
has not succeeded in making out a case within the terms of the present reference. 
He has failed to discharge the burden of showing a present disability resulting 
from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The claim must, accordingly, be 
disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 
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CASE 2027—FREDERICK W. BARRETT 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental Number 
27438. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 22 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but suffer- 
ing slightly from gas. He was repatriated to England December 31, 1918. He 
is in receipt of a 100 per cent disability pension amounting to $100.00 per month 
based on pulmonary tuberculosis. He was married August 6, 1923, and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment he was employed as a leather worker, earning 
about $12.00 a week, and since his discharge he worked for about 6 months in a 
wallpaper factory, but was obliged to abandon this work and has been receiving 
medical treatment ever since. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being com- 
pelled to work in the salt mines for 34 years when physically unfit. He was 
repeatedly beaten and made to do heavy work, suffered from salt sores and 
received no treatment. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant spent 3 years and 8 months in the ill-famed Beienrode salt mines 
and was subjected to cruel and inhuman treatment with which we are familiar. 
(See Case 1875.) He was badly beaten on one occasion as the result of an alter- 
cation with a guard, by four sentries, with rubber hose, and after that time 
received constant ill treatment. In common with other prisoners, claimant con- 
tracted salt sores for which he received no treatment. He became more and more 
emaciated and it is not surprising now to learn that he suffers from pulmonary 
tuberculosis. 3 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from pulmonary tuber- 
culosis. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent. Dr. Forbes 
Godfrey, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission, 
but claimant’s medical files bear out the diagnosis, and declare the condition to 
be far advanced. 

I have no hesitation in finding, in this case, that claimant has suffered dis- 
ability as the result of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. As explained in 
Opinion annexed to the present report, the lot of those prisoners who were con- 
demned to serve time in the salt mines was most pitiable and I have yet to find a 
claimant, who experienced this hardship, who has not suffered disability. I 
would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of $1,200, with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of 
payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 2028—JOHN BALL BAILEY 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion,—Regimental number 
27159. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a flesh 
wound in the foot and from gas. He was repatriated to England December 31, 
1918. He is not in receipt of a pension nor has he any intention of applying 
therefor. He was married June 2, 1920, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, 
he was a railway switchman earning $130.00 per month and since his discharge 
has been employed with the Canadian National Railways, earning about $140.00 
per month. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 

resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of general abuse, beatings, 

exposure, excessive punishment in the salt mines where he spent three years and 
five months. | 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant is one of the few prisoners who experienced conditions in the 
Beienrode salt mine for 34 years and came out apparently with little disability. 
He presents a very rugged appearance still and must have been endowed with a 
great reserve of vitality and vigour to stand the strain as he did. Sent first to 
Gottingen, then to Celle-lager, he has little to complain of. At the Beienrode salt 
mines he tells the familiar story of cruelty and deprivation accompanied by 
beatings and brutality of the most violent nature. His own story is very modestly 
told, but a fellow prisoner (T. J. Noon, Case 2083), corroborates his statements 
and adds a fund of detail as to the particular hostility which claimant seemed 
to arouse in his guards, with resultant maltreatment. He was tied to posts for 
long periods as a punishment for minor infractions of discipline, and made to 
exe) ‘barefoot for 6 months. Claimant himself deprecates his disability and 
declares that he has not applied for a pension because “I don’t suppose I am in 
bad enough shape for one now’. It is his stomach condition which still troubles 
him and Dr. George Penney, who testified before the Commission regards his 
condition as more serious than claimant will admit. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from gastritis and bron- 
chitis. His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per cent in his own calling 
and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. It will be seen, therefore, that 
Dr. Penney, who certifies to the foregoing, takes a more serious view of claim- 
ant’s condition than does claimant himself. In his testimony, Dr. Penny states 
that he knew claimant before the war, when he was a strong, robust man, and 
that, while he may now appear in good health, his health has been impaired. 
There has been some improvement in later years but the patient still has lassi- 
tude and weakness at times. 

I was favourably impressed with the manner in which claimant gave his 
testimony and his frankness in making light of his trouble is as unusual as it is 
deserving of close scrutiny. Having regard to the observations contained in 
Opinion annexed to the present report, relating to the ill-famed salt mines, I am » 
of opinion that claimant has made out a case of disability resulting from mal- 
treatment whilst a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment 
to him of $800.00 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 2029--FREDERICK JAMES BRIDGMAN 


The claimant was a Private in the 75th Battalion—Regimental number 
803089. He enlisted in March 1916, at the age of 24 years. He was taken 
prisoner July 29, 1918, unwounded, but slightly gassed. He was repatriated to 
England November 30, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension but has made 
application therefor. He was married early in 1917 and has nine children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as a butcher earning $12.00 per week, and since 
his discharge, he went into the butcher business for himself and manages to get 
along, although he says he is obliged to hire an assistant to do work which he 
otherwise could do himself, if his health permitted. 


{52° REPARATIONS, 1930-31 


- He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of general ill-health due tc 
abuse, beatings, starvation diet. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about four months. Apart from 
general food conditions, he complains only of two incidents of maltreatment, 
both at Friederichshaven camp. He was slapped in the face, kicked in the 
stomach by a German sergeant and made to stand at attention for long hours, 
when recaptured after an unsuccessful attempt to escape. On another occasion he 
was struck on the head with the butt of a rifle because he was not working fast 
enough. He speaks generally of nervousness, a chest condition and some diges- 
tive disturbances as resulting from these experiences. 

- The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic colds and 
bronchitis, general neurasthenia, defective memory, profound depression, indiges- 
tion and constipation. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr: 
W: H. Cameron, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual, all systems 
having been declared to be normal upon discharge from the service: 

This case should never have been advanced before this Commission: 
Claimant could not expect to be treated with consideration by his captors and 
the recital of his grievances, having regard to the abuse and cruelty to which 
other prisoners were exposed, leaves the conviction that he has entirely mis- 
apprehended the purpose and scope of the activities of this Commission. He 
has failed to show a present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M: McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1981. 


CASE 2030—ALFRED GEORGE BLAKE 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 
9649. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 40 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, and according to the military 
records, was suffering from a shrapnel wound in the right cheek at the time of 
capture, although in his evidence he says this slight wound was received after 
capture. He was repatriated to England March 18, 1918, after spending two 
weeks in Holland. He is not in receipt of pension, but has made application 
therefor. He was married March 29, 1911, and has three step-children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as a restaurant manager, at $25 per week with 
meals and a free apartment, and since his discharge he has been a motorman 
on the Toronto street railway, earning 60 cents per hour for an eight-hour day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of unjustified 
confinement affecting his nerves, lack of medical attention, deliberate cruelty 
in lancing boils which has set up a permanent infection and skin trouble. He 
suffers with erysipelas and generally lowered resistance due to his imprisonment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant told his story with reluctance, the recital appearing to arouse 
emotions which had been long dormant. From Roulers, he was taken to Gies- 
sen camp, where he speaks of the treatment as rough, but is quite frank in 
stating that brutality could be avoided by obeying orders, and that, generally 
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speaking, it was the recalitrant prisoners who brought down upon themselves 
much of the punishment they received. At Lichtenhorst, forced to work in a 
nickel mine, he was left for long hours in dungeon like cavities, deep down under- 
eround, and suffered intensely from nervousness. He was not beaten but com- 
plains of the inhumanity of these enforced isolations in the mine. His next 
camp was Bohinte, which he describes as very bad. He was not brutalized 
himself, but saw a lot of it. At a farm, out of Bohinte, he contracted ringworm 
and was treated by a German corporal who amused himself lancing the spots 
on claimant’s face, causing him great pain and lasting disfigurement. From 
Saltau camp, claimant was repatriated to Holland. Claimant’s chief complaint. 
is that he still suffers from a skin affection resulting from the poisoning of his 
system through the unjustified and malicious treatment accorded him by the 
German corporal who had no medical knowledge and resorted to the practice 
noted merely to torture claimant. ) 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from loss of memory, 
loss of ability to concentrate; had erysipelas in 1927, and ulcers in September, 
1928. His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per cent in his own calling 
and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. W. F. M. Adams, who 
certifies to the foregoing, also appeared before the Commission and testified to 
the condition of erysipelas in 1927, declared there was no organic nervous 
change, anything he found was of a functional nature. He could find no physical 
basis for the alleged loss of memory. Physically, the patient seems well but 
has some emotional unbalance. 

Claimant is, of course, no longer young, and advancing years have not 
tended—nor will they—to alleviate his general condition. While it may be 
difficult to establish the connexity between his experiences as a prisoner of war 
and his present condition, I have reached the conclusion that ‘some, at least, of 
his disability may be ascribed to the treatment he received at Bohinte, and 
working commando. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant 
of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from Janu- 
ary 10, 1932, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2031—ROBERT BURLEY 


The claimant was a Private in the 14th Battalion—Regimental number 
140030. He enlisted August 2, 1915, at the age of 384 years. He was taken 
prisoner September 26, 1916, unwounded, but had been buried by a shell 
explosion. He was repatriated to England December 7, 1918. He was at first 
in receipt of a 10 per cent disability pension which he commuted on October 
16, 1920, for $200. A letter on file from the Assistant Director of Records rela- 
tive to pension stated that he has since been paid a pension in Class 19 from 
September, 1920, to June 30, 1929, and from July 1, 1929, to the present time 
at Class 20. This is based upon Rupture Rectus Femoris Muscle, right thigh, 
Sycosis. The question of a pension for bronchitis is still under consideration. 
He was married at the time of enlistment and had then three children, and has 
had three more since the close of the war. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a stonesetter, earning 45 cents an hour on an 8 hour day, and since his dis- 
charge he followed his trade for a time but had to abandon it because of his 
injuries, and since then has been doing general labour. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of an injury to 
his thigh, denial of treatment therefor, that he was struck with rifle butts, made 
to do heavy labour and generally abused. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent his period of captivity at Dulmen and Hagen camps. It 
is of the latter that he complains, where he was compelled to work in a muni- 
tions plant. He declares that he was thrown from a wagon upon which he was 
working, injuring his leg. When confronted with the statement contained in 
his medical history files, that the origin of his thigh injury was a fall into an 
excavation, claimant does not furnish a very convincing explanation of the dis- 
crepancy between the two stories. He speaks of another injury received when 
hit over the back of the neck with a rifle butt, but it develops that this was 
during the course of a struggle with the guard. This blow is said to have 
caused a tumour, for which he was later compelled to undergo an operation. 
These are the only incidents of maltreatment stressed by claimant, but he 
does complain of the bad food, with consequent damage to his stomach and 
nerves. In addition, a skin eruption and bronchitis are attributed to his treat- 
ment whilst a prisoner. 

Claimant brought forward no medical evidence, and relies upon his pen- 
sion file to establish his present condition. The nasal and skin ailments are 
shown to have probably been of pre-war origin, with possible aggravation due 
to service. The injury to the leg is reported as the result of an incident—fall 
into an excavation. Some slight bronchitis is said to be present but involving 
no disability. 

Claimant’s testimony does not carry conviction. When checked as to the 
accuracy of his statements, he does not succeed in dispelling the doubt created 
by his evident desire to “make a good story.” If claimant suffers any dis- 
ability at the present time, his recourse is before the Board of Pension Com- 
missioners. He has failed, before this Commission, to show maltreatment 
resultng in disability. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 


CASE 2032--ERNEST COMINS 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 
10013. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 19 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was 
repatriated to England on December 28, 1918. He is not in receipt of disability 
pension, but has an application pending. He was married in November, 1920, 
and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was a bread salesman, at $22.00 
to $25.00 per week and is still so employed, at $22.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complain of blows, that 
he was tied to posts as punishment, that he was beaten into unconsciousness 
and received inadequate medical attention. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first a prisoner at Giessen camp where, for refusing to work, 
he received a blow on the elbow from the butt of a rifle, as a result of which he 
spent six weeks in hospital. No permanent disability results from this injury. 
He also speaks of having been tied to a post for four hours a day during 14 to 
16 days with his toes just touching the ground. Claimant was then sent to 
a number of camps for short periods, passing through Saltau, Lichtenhorst, 
Bohinte and was finally made to work in a sugar factory at Grossenweidenmoor. 
Here he was employed firing boilers for the machinery in the sugar factory. 
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The work was particularly arduous and his hands became so badly blistered 
that he could scarcely carry on. Compelled to do so, he worked till he col-. 
lapsed, was revived with water and rifle butts. Made to continue work, he 
collapsed again and his blistered hands became infected, after which he was 
nine months in hospital at Saltau. While the medical treatment was not satis- 
factory, his hands gradually healed. He was sent to a farm where the con- 
ditions 'were not as harsh. As a result of this experience, he complains that 
i nerves are in bad condition and that the middle finger of his left hand is 
isabled. 

The medical evidence indicates a number of ailments, namely, mal-formed 
tip of the great finger of the right hand, ascribed to infection, recurrent attacks 
of bronchitis, periodic attacks of indigestion and inability to control his nerves. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 15 per cent. Dr. Alvin Martin, who 
certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s 
medical history sheets show no disability and declare all systems normal. 

Claimant’s testimony was given in a very frank and convincing manner 
and I have no reason to doubt the exactness of his recital, as to conditions and 
the work he was required to do in the sugar factory. I am of: opinion that 
he has made out a case of maltreatment, in any event insofar as the injury 
to his right hand is concerned, which now constitutes some disability. View- 
ing all the circumstances, I am of opinion that claimant is entitled to an award. 
I would, accordingly, recommend payment to him of $500.00 with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date 
of payment. 

ERROL M. MecDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2033—RICHARD EUGENE CODRESCO 


The claimant was a Private in the Princess Patricia Light Infantry Bat- 
talion—Regimental number 23637. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 
25 years. He was taken prisoner May 8, 1915, at Polygon Wood, suffering 
from gunshot wounds in the right thigh and chest. From a medical report on 
file, it would appear that the leg was blown off after capture while claimant 
was being carried back on a stretcher. Was released August 25, 1915, on an 
exchange of prisoners and repatriated to England. He is in receipt of an 80 
per cent disability pension, amounting to $115.00 per month, for himself and 
family, based on the loss of his right leg. He was married in October, 1917, 
and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed with a contract- 
ing firm earning approximately $250.00 per month, and since his discharge 
was with the Customs Office in Toronto, earning $1,300.00 per annum. He 
states in his evidence that he was unemployed at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of cruel treatment 
while in hospital and that his leg was amputated without anaesthetic, the ampu- 
tation, he alleges, being unnecessary. Was also beaten and tortured in another 
German hospital. The gist of his complaint is that after being wounded, he 
received inadequate medical attention, his leg was removed without his consent, 
and against his will, without anaesthetic. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about four months, which time 


was spent in hospital at Iseghen and later at Ghent. His complaint is confined 
to accusations of malpractice and medical ill-treatment on the part of the Ger- 
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man medical authorities who attended him. The story which he tells is so 
amazing as to tax one’s credulity, and claimant’s credibility is very seriously 
impugned by direct contradictions between his testimony under oath and state- 
ments made by him and appearing in his medical history files. It is only neces- 
sary to contrast these statements in order to judge of the unreliability of the 
claimant. 

In the medical report given at Shorneliffe Hospital on October 22, 1915, 
appears the following notation of claimant’s case:— 

On May 8 while cutting barbed wire entanglement was hit in right knee by bullet. 
Lay two days between trenches. Was then picked up by German stretcher bearers and 
while being carried was hit by shrapnel, blowing off right leg. Six hours later was taken 
to Tsegum (Iseghen) and on May 10 leg was amputated, flaps left open. Went to 
Ghent June 16, Aix la Chappelle August 238. On August 25 exchanged. Sent to London 
Hospital, then Bromley. Shorncliffe Military Hospital September 29. 

In his evidence before the Commission, claimant declares that the wounds 
from which he suifered were two shrapnel fragments—one in the back and arm 
and also in the right leg. .He admits, as declared in his original statement, that 
he lay in No man’s Land for two or three days. He declares that when he was 
taken to the first hospital they left him without any attention for two or three 
days and it is his reiterated statement that his leg was not off and that the 
wounds from which he was suffering were only fiesh wounds. He goes on to 
describe torture by the attending physician and orderlies, but admits that his 
leg was placed in a plaster cast and that apparently some extension treatment 
was given to it. It is significant in this portion of his evidence that he admits 
that when being carried back on a stretcher he was hit in the arm. 

Continuing to describe his treatment, claimant says that he refused mor- 
phine injections for the pain from which he was suffering and then, because he 
was making so much noise in the hospital ward and protesting so vigorously 
about his treatment, that the attending surgeon (Dr. Hannen) threatened that 
they were going to take his leg off. He considers that he was the object of par- 
ticular vindictiveness because he was not an Anglo-Saxon. Finally, he declares 
that six guards came to his cot, lifted him bodily and carried him away, having 
first given him an injection over the left breast which paralyzed him completely. 
As a matter of fact, an operation appears to have been performed, and he 
declares that his leg was taken off without his consent and without proper 
anaesthetic, although the record would appear to indicate that he got, not only 
local, but also general anaesthesia. 

_ Dealing with this feature of the case, it will be seen that there is an abso- 

lute contradiction between claimant’s original statement made in hospital in 
England and in the statement now made before this Commission. It is quite 
possible, as he now says, that his leg was operated upon as the result of the 
jagged wound left when he was hit by a shell on the way back from the front 
and, in the alternative, if his later story is correct, I am not convinced—quite 
the reverse—that the treatment which he received was not the proper treatment 
for his wounded leg. It is impossible to say now, at this late date, whether the 
leg should, nor should not, have been amputated and claimant has entirely 
failed to establish any malpractice on the part of the attending surgeons. — 

It is also clear from his evidence that claimant is most intractable and 
violent, as is witnessed by an incident which occurred at Christie Street Hos- 
pital where he was admitted for an attack of tonsilitis. Because a nurse brought 
him a tray of food which he says it was obvious he could not swallow, he 
deliberately kicked the tray from her hands and created an uproar in the 
hospital. 

Claimant was taken to a hospital in Ghent where he remained until August 
and complains of further maltreatment on the part of the hospital attendants. 
He also spoke, very confusedly, of another occasion on which the orderlies or 
physicians threatened to cut off his arm. 


» 
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Under cross-examination, claimant considerably moderated his statement 
as to the brutality received. 

The medical record indicates that aranient has ronaree some hospitaliza- 
tion for myalgia and shrapnel wounds in the right forearm, apart from the loss 
of his leg and, as above stated, is in receipt of pension. In addition, he has 
filed a certificate of Dr. R. E. Davis, which merely shows that the leg had been 
amputated and fixes the percentage of disability at 75 per cent in ai all 
own calling and at 100 per cent in the general labour. market. 

In this state of the record and in view of the contradiction which exists in 
the testimony, I am compelled to discount the story told by claimant and_ to 
regard the recital of his alleged maitreatment as exaggerated and highly 
coloured. 'Temperamentaily, claimant is of the emotional and excitable type 
and may, quite unconsciously, believe that the grievances, of which he speaks, 
existed in fact. Claimant lost his leg and is in receipt of a pension therefor. 
He has completely failed to show that his present disability has resulted from 
any maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. I specifically refrain from com- 
ment as to other features of the case which appear of record. In these circum- 
stances, the claim must be disallowed. 

fia ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
| Commuassioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2035—ALBERT EDWARD CROSS 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental number 

8045. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 31 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from shrapnel 
wound in left arm and right leg, also a touch of gas. He was repatriated to 
England November 21, 1918, having first been released to Holland in March of 
that year. He is not in receipt of pension, but has an application pending before 
the Board. He was married at the time of enlistment and has four children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed in the machine shops of the Canada 
Furniture Mfg. Co., at $25.00 per week, and since his discharge has been 
employed as a messenger, at $25.00 per week, He found that he could not stand 
the strain of working with machinery. 
He alleges that “while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being com- 
pelled to work in the stone quarries, being beaten, placed in solitary confine- 
ment, stabbed with bayonet, given punishment drill and lack of food. He 
now suffers from impaired vision, stomach trouble, nervousness and_ general 
debility. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:-— 

Claimant is an old soldier, who saw service in South Africa. His first com- 
plaint is that he received no medical attention for his wounded arm, although 
he was in hospital at Giessen after capture. This claim is not however, pressed 
as constituting maltreatment. He declares that for refusing to work, he was 
threatened that he would be shot, and was hit with rifle butts and even received 
a bayonet wound in the thigh, and points to scars as substantiating this incident. 
It is significant, however, that his identification marks in his attestation papers, 
refer to a scar apparently at the same spot but, I am advised, that the appearance 
of the second scar on the right thigh might bear out claimant’s statement as 
to its origin. Eventually claimant got to Grossenweidenmoor, where he com- 
plains of enforced exercise drill, marching around the parade grounds for hours. 
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He was hit on the back on several occasions and made to stand facing the sun, 
seemingly for refusing to volunteer to work. Suffering from fever, he received 
no medical attention. He complains that his eye-sight has been impaired, 
that he has stomach trouble and digestive disturbances. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from an impaired diges- 
tive system—tenderness over epigastrium—poor appetite—constipation succeeded 
by diarrhoea and passing of slimy and bloody stool—colitis, nervous tremor 
of hands, impaired vision. His percentage of disability is stated at from 30 per 
cent to 40 per cent in his own calling, and at 50 per cent to 60 per cent in the 
general labour market. Dr. A. EK. Sutton, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared 
before the Commission. His only examination of claimant was made shortly — 
before the hearing. Claimant is underweight, has impaired vision and neurosis 
(possibly traumatic in origin). Claimant’s medical history files disclose nothing 
unusual. 

While there is some question as to whether claimant’s disabilities result 
from maltreatment, I think it may be said that the injury to his thigh may be 
so regarded. I am disposed to give him the benefit of the doubt and to find 
that he suffers some disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner 
of war. I would, accordingly, reeommend a payment to him of $500.00 with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to 
date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2036—ANGUS CAMPBELL 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 109256. 
He enlisted April 12, 1915, at the age of 25 years. He was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, at the battle of Mount Sorrel, unwounded. He was repatriated to Eng- 
land December 27, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, his application having 
been rejected. He did not appeal. He was married at the time of enlistment 
and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a stationary 
fireman earning $21.00 per week, and since his discharge has been driving a 
motor coach for the Toronto Transportation Commission, at $30.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of severe beatings and 
solitary confinement for attempting to escape, heavy farm labour, blows, 
exposure and abuse. He now suffers with a skin disease known as psoriasis, 
chronic bronchitis and permanent injury to his toes. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant spent the first few months of the period of his captivity at Dulmen 
and Minden camps, where he does not complain of the treatment received, 
except in regard to general food conditions. Claimant was then sent to a non- 
commissioned officers camp at Hestenmoor. For refusing to volunteer to work, 
he was punished, with other prisoners, by being made to parade eight hours a 
day. Claimant then complains of maltreatment in regard to beatings which he 
received after attempts to escape. The first attempt was made from a farm 
near Minden. Besides being court martialled and condemned to serve solitary 
confinement, he was beaten and knocked down and hit on the feet with the 
butt of a rifle and still suffers from his toes. Claimant served solitary con- 
finement at Saltau camp and was sent to Norden, an island in the North Sea, 
where he received an even worse beating for a further attempt to escape. As 
a result of these experiences, claimant’s health has been generally weakened. 
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He suffers from a skin disease, which he attributes to the poor food, and also 
complains that his nervous system has been seriously inpaired. It is his pre- 
tention that the punishment received for trying to escape went beyond reasonable 
bounds, although he admits he expected to be punished and roughly treated, 
upon recapture. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from neuritis in the 
right shoulder, psoriasis and painful feet. His percentage of disability is 
stated at 50 per cent in his own calling and at 20 per cent in the general 
labour market. Dr. F. S. Park, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s last medical report, upon discharge from 
the service, declares “all systems normal” and his pension file shows no 
disability. 

Claimant undoubtedly received rough treatment whilst a prisoner of war 
but, after very careful consideration of the evidence, I have reached the conclu- 
sion that he has failed to discharge the burden of showing that his present 
disability results from maltreatment whilst prisoner of war. That he invited or 
provoked particular punishment for his attempts to escape is clear, but I do not 
think that he has succeeded in establishing that he was disabled as a result 
of the punishment received upon recapture. The claim must, accordingly, be 


disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
| Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 


CASE 2037—VICTOR WILLIAM COUCHE 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 75th Battalion—Regimental number 
139545. He enlisted July 23, 1915, at the age of 34 vears. His attestation 
paper indicates that he was 30 vears of age on enlistment. He was taken prisoner 
April 9, 1917, having previously been wounded with shrapnel in the right 
shoulder. He was repatriated to England January 10, 1919. He is not in 
receipt of pension but has an application pending. He was married in 1919 
and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a teamster, earning 
$15.00 per week, and since his discharge was employed as assistant to a steam 
fitter, getting $18.00 per week. He was unemployed at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of general 
physical abuse. Was struck by a guard and had his nose broken and four 
teeth knocked out. Was compelled to stand at attention for two hours in the 
rain and was subjected to 10 days solitary confinement on bread and water. 
He now suffers from rheumatism and a bad heart condition. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 20 months. He complains 
bitterly of the first eleven days, spent at Fort McDonald, in Lille, where with 
other prisoners, he was thrown into a dungeon, under unhygienic conditions, 
and denied food and exercise. He was then sent for a short time to Giessen, 
where the hours of work were very long, but there was no physical abuse. At 
Altdamm, claimant refused to do the work required of him, and declares that 
he was struck in the mouth, losing his front teeth, and was also battered on the 
nose, breaking it. He was also made to stand at attention before a clock for 
two hours. Removed to an officers’ camp on an island in the Baltic, he has 
no complaint as to his treatment there. He complains of his stomach, heart 
condition, nerves and rheumatism. Upon repatriation, at Ripon, claimant made 
a statement to the authorities. He makes no mention of any personal abuse, 
and confines his complaints to the inadequacy and quality of the food. 
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The medical record indicates that claimant bears the evidence of a broken 
nose and missing teeth, that he suffers from nervousness, rheumatism, and has 
a heart affection. His percentage of disability is stated at from’ 50 per cent 
to 75 per cent. Dr. W. K. Fenton, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared 
before the Commission. He had only seen claimant once and was not very 
definite as to his condition. He regards the case as purely neurasthenic with 
some stomach trouble, but is unable +0 say whether these disabilities result from . 
war service. 


In this state of the record, particularly having regard to the statement made 
by claimant upon repatriation, and the unsatisfactory nature of the medical 
evidence, I do not consider that claimant has established the necessary elements 
to entitle him to an award. He has failed to show a present, disability resulting 
from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His claim must, accordingly, be 


disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, . - 
Commissioner. 
‘Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 2038—GEORGE CHAPPELL 


The claimant was a Private in the 36th Battalion, and went to the front 
with the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 406977. He enlisted May 138, 1915, 
at the age of 17 years. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, during the battle 
of Mount Sorrell, and states that he was wounded by shrapnel in the face and 
left shoulder. He was repatriated to England December 27, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 15 per cent disability pension, amounting to $15 per month, based 
on neurosis. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a plumber’s apprentice 
earning $6 per week, and since his discharge he has unsuccessfully tried to 
resume his trade. He then worked as a clerk in a shoe store, for 6 years, and 
is now in the shoe repairing business for himself, averaging about $18 per week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having to work 
in the coal mines for two years, where he was struck and also suffered an acci- 
dental injury to his knee. He suffers from nervous trouble and stomach disorders 
to the extent that his earning capacity has depreciated 50 per cent. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— : 

Claimant spent a large part of his period of captivity working in coal mines 
at Wittenberg. Previous to that time he was at Stendal, and has no complaint 
to make as to the treatment. On one occasion at Wittenberg, he was struck 
over the back of the head with a rifle butt by the guard for smoking contrary 
to regulations. He declares that he still feels the effects of this blow. Long 
hours and poor food are stressed as being particularly bad. On another occa- 
sion, claimant injured his knee while carrying a rail, was denied medical attention 
and forced to resume work while still suffering from the injury. No permanent 
injury has remained. He complains chiefly of his nervous condition which 
incapacitated him. He receives pension for this ailment. | 

The medical record indicates that claimant sustained an injury to his head 
and suffers from general weakness and debility with cardiac involvement, and 
neurosis. His percentage of disability is stated at 75 per cent in his own calling 
and at 90 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. C. H. Brereton, who certi- 
fies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission. He knew claimant before 
the war and declares that he was in excellent condition. and is now in very poor 
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health—his nerves and heart being chiefly affected. Dr. Brereton is of opinion 
that the present condition results from claimant’s experience in Germany. There 
is also on file report of Dr. E. P. Lewis supporting this view of claimant’s case. 

There is no doubt that claimant is in poor health at the present time, and 
I think it has been shown that this condition results from treatment he received 
whilst a prisoner of war. It is difficult, perhaps, to trace the precise connexity 
between cause and effect, but on the whole I have reached the conclusion that it 
exists and that claimant should receive an award. I would, accordingly, recom- 
mend payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent 
per annum, from the 10th day of January, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ortrawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 2039—JOSEPH GEORGE EDWARD CRANE 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27877. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 18 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
suffering slightly from gas. He was repatriated to England December 31, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of pension nor has he made application therefor. He was 
married July 10, 1920, and has five children. Prior to enlistment, he was an 
apprenticed compositor earning $7 per week and since his discharge has taken 
a course of training as a monotype operator and now earns $38 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of hard labour in the 
salt mines, starvation, punishment and that he suffers from nervous shock due to 
an accident which occurred in the mine where he narrowly escaped death. He 
also suffers with rheumatism due to the conditions at the mines. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Gottingen, but was soon sent on to the notorious 
~ Beienrode salt mines, where he spent 3 years and 8 months. Claimant is one of 
the few prisoners from this camp, heard by the Commission, who speaks moder- 
ately of the conditions and treatment—the others have been most vigorous and 
bitter in their denunciations of the physical abuse to which they were subjected 
by their captors. It may be that claimant’s slight stature and placative manner 
assisted him in avoiding punishment. He does speak of some rough handling, 
but he has no serious complaint of maltreatment. The incident referred to by 
claimant in his statement of claim of an accident which endangered his life is 
not mentioned. He attributes a nervous condition from which he suffers to his 
experiences in Germany and an impaired digestive system to the poor and inade- 
quate food received. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from duodenal ulcer and 
neurasthenia. His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per cent in the general 
labour market. Dr. W. G. Macdonald, who certifies to the foregoing, did not 
appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files reveal nothing 
unusual, all systems being declared normal. 

That claimant should have escaped the cruel and inhuman treatment 
accorded to other prisoners in the salt mine is surprising. Having regard to the 
observations contained in Opinion annexed to this report, I am inclined to think 
that claimant has made little of his experiences. Were it not that he served so 
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long a time in these mines, on the record, as it stands, I would not consider him 
entitled to an award. Not without hesitation, but after full consideration, I have 
reached the conclusion that claimant sustained some disability as a result of 
his experiences at Beienrode salt mines. I would, accordingly, recommend a 
payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 2040—ENOS COOPER 


The claimant was a Private in the Princess Patricia Canadian Light 
Infantry Battalion—Regimental number 51111. He enlisted November 10, 1914, 
at the age of 39 years. He was taken prisoner May 8, 1915, unwounded but 
suffering from gas. He was repatriated to England January 1, 1919. He is in 
receipt of a 25 per cent disability pension, amounting to $18.75 per month and 
received relief for four months, amounting in all to $30.00 per month. The pen- 
sion is based on bronchitis. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he ‘did con- 
tract work in the United States, earning about $20.00 per week, and since his 
discharge he has tried odd jobs of light work, but does not average more than 
$50.00 a year. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was struck on 
the head with a bayonet immediately after capture, received blows in the face, 
was starved and made to work when unfit. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant is an old soldier, having served with the Imperials in the South 
African war. Taken first to Giessen Camp he refers to the treatment as “pretty 
good.” Sent to a punishment camp, Osterenzermoor, (sic) for refusing to work 
at Giessen, claimant was hit in the mouth with the butt of a rifle, breaking six 
teeth, for not working fast enough to suit his guards. He was in hospital for a 
time with bronchitis and complains that he received no medical attention. On 
another occasion, at a cement factory, claimant declares that he was hit over 
the leg with a red hot poker in the hands of a guard. He was burned, but his 
wounds have healed and leave no disability. He complains of his bronchial con- 
dition, (tests for tuberculosis have proved negative) loss of teeth and a skin 
disease from which he still suffers. These various ailments are ascribed to his 
experiences in Germany as a prisoner. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from psoriasis and chronic 
bronchitis. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent in his own call- 
ing and at 40 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. C. E. Cooper Cole, 
who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission at claimant’s 
request. He confirmed his certificate, declaring the bronchitis to be of moderate 
severity, with certain indeterminate manifestations. The psoriasis is noted as 
a minor disability. Dr. Cooper Cole was inclined to think that claimant’s con- 
dition could well result from the history of the case given him. 


Claimant is now a man of 54 years of age, and, unfortunately, must expect 
some diminishment in his physical vigour, particularly after at least two 
campaigns, as a soldier, to his credit. He tells an impressive story of the abuse 
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to which he was subjected whilst a prisoner of war, and I have reached the con- 
clusion that claimant did suffer maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war with some 
resultant disability (notably the teeth). I would, accordingly, recommend a 
payment to him of $500.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2041—PHILIP SYDNEY CONIBEAR 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27875. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 19. He was taken prisoner 24th of 
April, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but gassed. He was 
repatriated to England on the 13th of December, 1918. He is in receipt of a 
disability pension amounting to $19.50 per month, based on “ bronchitis.” He 
was married on the 4th March, 1919, and has two children. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was a Customs Broker, at a salary of $85.00 per month. Since his 
discharge he was employed for a time in a rubber works, and is now caretaker 
in a school, at $20.00 per week. . 

He alleges that while prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being made 
to work in the salt mines, lack of medical attention for salt sores, starvation 
and general abuse. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was in hospital at Giessen suffering from the effects of gas. The 
treatment was fair though the method of inoculation for cholera was rough. 
Taken to Gottingen, he has no particular complaints of maltreatment. Sent 
via Celle-lager to the notorious salt mines at Beienrode claimant speaks of 
being denied treatment for salt sores or boils and being made to work when 
suffering from this condition. In the mines he was struck frequently and refers 
to blows received as of daily occurrence. On one occasion he was hit on the 
head with a miner’s lamp because he was not working fast enough to suit the 
guards. He attributes a present nervous condition to the malnutrition and 
hard labour imposed upon him at this time, together with lack of medical 
treatment. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
and a nervous condition. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per 
cent in his own calling and at 80 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. 
H. R. Adams, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. Claimant’s medical files show the bronchial condition. In other 
respects there is nothing unusual in the case. | 

Claimant did not create a very favourable impression before the Com- 
mission, a certain truculence of manner rather leading to the conclusion that, 
if adopted whilst a prisoner, it would inevitably arouse the vindictiveness of 
his guards. Be this as it may, having regard to claimant’s enforced stay in 
the salt mines, (see case No. 1875—opinion ‘annexed to present report) I am 
inclined to give him the benefit of the doubt, and while the evidence is not 
strong, to find that he suffers some disability resulting from maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claim- 
ant of $700.00 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 


January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 
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CASE 2042—JOHN CODY 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 
63207. He enlisted October 26, 1914, at the age of 28 years. He was taken 
prisoner October 30, 1915, unwounded. He was released to Holland in March, 
1918, and repatriated to England November 23 of that year. He is not in 
receipt of pension, but has an application pending before the Board. He was 
married December 21, 1918, and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he 
was employed in the United States as a railway brakeman, earning about 
$25.00 per week, and since his discharge has been employed with the Rogers 
Majestic Radio Co., at a salary of $30 a week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was compelled | 
to work, although he was a non-commissioned officer, was knocked around with 
rifle butts and the flat side of a sword; compelled to do punishment drill at night 
and was tied by the wrists. He now suffers from general debility due to over- 
work, exposure, punishment and lack of nourishment. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

At Munster camp, where claimant was first taken, he refused to work groom- 
ing horses, on the ground that he was an N.C.O. He was beaten, kicked and hit 
across the face with the flat of a sword, and was even threatened with shooting. 
Another beating resulted from an altercation with an officer, who was ill treating 
another prisoner. Claimant was then sent to the coal mines, near Aschen, for a 
period of from 4 to 6 months. For refusing to work, he was beaten, made to stand 
to attention for long hours, and was tied to the wall by the wrists with his arms 
spread out and his feet barely touching the ground. This went on for from 8 
to 10 hours a day. Condemned to dungeons, back of the coke ovens, where the 
heat was intense, claimant finally decided to work. He was sent to Senne-lager. 
Claimant complains of bronchitis, weakened back and stomach condition. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from general debility. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent in his own calling and at 
100 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. W. F. M. Adams, who certifies 
to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission. He found claimant suffering 
with his nerves, and describes him as “ only half a man”. The condition appears 
to be quite general without any particular localized disability. Claimant’s 
medical history files show nothing unusual. 


IT am inclined to think that claimant may have overdrawn the picture of 
the hardships endured whilst a prisoner, but I am of opinion that he has made 
out a case of maltreatment resulting in some disability. Some of his misfortunes 
may have been provoked, but I regard the punishment meted out to him as 
unreasonable. In the result, claimant has proved the necessary elements to 
entitle him to an award, and I would recommend a payment to him of $500.00, 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from the 10th day 
January 1920 to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commuasstoner. 


Otrawa, November 30, 1931. 
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CASE 2043—ARCHIBALD COOKE 


The claimant was a Lance Corporal in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental 
No. 8172. He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 19 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was 
repatriated to England December 7, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, his 
application having been rejected. He is not married. Prior to enlistment, he 
was attending school, and since his discharge he has had various occupations, 
ranging from cigar store clerk to hotel clerk, earning from $27.00 per week to 
$15.00 per week and meals, at the present time. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of heavy work, 
beatings, confinement to cells, starvation and general abuse. He now suffers 
severely from stomach trouble and nervous disorders. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant’s period of captivity was spent at, or attached to, Giessen camp. 
He, with others, was threatened with a firing squad for refusing to salute German 
N.C.O’s. He refused to work on several occasions, and even went the length of 
inflicting wounds upon himself to escape work. He speaks of being beaten for 
these refusals to work and of being confined in solitary cells. For attempting to 
escape, he received similar punishment, but admits that no permanent injuries 
resulted from any of the beatings. His main complaint is as to the shortness of 
food and the heavy labour, which, he asserts, at his age, and in his inexperience, 
injured his health. His nerves have been affected and his stomach gives him 
some trouble. 

There is no medical evidence of record—not even the usual certificate of a 
_ physician. Claimant’s last medical board, upon discharge from the service, 
shows ‘‘ all systems normal ”’, 

In this state of the record it is obviously impossible to arrive at a finding in 
claimant’s favour. He has shown no disability resulting from maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. Possibly he shares, with many others, the view that 
the mere fact of imprisonment under conditions of poor food and rough treat- 
ment, is alone sufficient to entitle him to an award. For reasons explained in 
Opinion annexed to the present report, such view is without merit. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2045—GEORGE SPARKS DAY 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 
i09298. He enlisted November 28, 1914, at the age of 22 years. He was taken 
prisoner June 2, 1916, at Sanctuary Wood, suffering from a slight wound in the 
left shoulder and a touch of gas. The military report on file has no record of 
his having been wounded when captured. He was repatriated to England 
January 2, 1919. He received a small pension at first, which he commuted for 
$50.00. He was married in August 1923 and has three children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was a school teacher, earning about $1,000.00 per annum, and 
since his discharge he attended university until 1923 and now holds a position of 
High School teacher, at a salary of $3,300.00 per annum. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to 
work while unfit, exposure to the cold, confinement to cells and unfairness in 
refusal to recognize his rank. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant has no particular complaint to offer as to his first two prison 
camps, Dulmen and Minden, covering roughly the first year of his captivity. 
At Saltau, succeeded by Hestenmoor, his rank of corporal was not recognized 
and he was compelled to work. He also received abusive treatment from the 
German N.C.O. in charge and spent about 43 days in cells for minor infractions 
of discipline. The only incident of actual physical abuse of which he speaks 
is a punishment of being made to stand naked in an unheated shed in November, 
for the greater part of a day. He missed his exchange to Holland early in 1918 
through the vindictiveness of the German N.C.O. referred to, who purposely 
withheld information as to claimant’s rank. He complains of nervousness and 
inability to sleep. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from insomnia, okenie 
gastritis, nervousness and general debility. His percentage of disability is stated 
at 40 per cent in his own calling and at 75 per cent in the general labour market. 
Dr. J. Gillies, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. ‘Claimants medical files show a slightly hypocondriacal condition, 
which may have been of pre-war origin, but which was aggravated upon service. 
This condition developed after his repatriation to England. 

The maltreatment in this case did not take the form of physical abuse but 
was largely mental. Smarting under the injustice of the refusal to recognize 
his rank, claimants mental balance was, in my opinion, affected, which has had 
a lasting effect upon his health. Add to that such overt acts of vindictiveness 
as the incident related of being made to stand naked in the cold, and I consider 
that a case of maltreatment with some resultant disability has been made out, 
particularly having regard to the previous experience and calling of claimant. 
In the circumstances, I conclude that claimant is entitled to an award. I would, 
accordingly, recommend a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at 
the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 1, 19381. : mS 


CASE 2047—ALVIN PERCY DUNBAR, D.C.M. 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 15th Battalion, Regimental number 
28018. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 29 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffer- 
ing slightly from gas. He was repatriated to England December 5, 1918. He 
commuted his pension but states that he has a further application pending. 
He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was engaged in lumbering and pros- 
pecting, and earned about $200 per month. Since his discharge he resumed 
prospecting, and has earned on an average of $4,000 per annum. At the time 
of the hearing he was doing nothing, and declared that he was incapacitated for 
work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that during his imprison- 
ment severe haemorrhoids developed due to the living conditions. He was 
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refused medical attention and was confined for an attempted escape and made 
to work, and was also hit on shoulder, causing injury. His attestation paper 
indicates a scar under the left shoulder blade. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first sent to Gottingen camp, where he developed haemor- 

rhoids, for which he was denied treatment. ‘Transferred to Cassel, claimant 
has no particular complaint as to the treatment. He attempted to escape, was 
recaptured, given fourteen days cells and then given the choice of three months 
further cells or work in a punishment camp, by way of reprisal for reported 
treatment of German prisoners. He chose cells and endured this punishment 
for four weeks, when he went to work. Claimant was next sent to Bohinte, 
where the punishment meted out consisted of long periods of standing to atten- 
tion. On one occasion, the prisoners were paraded by a drunken officer and, 
for his amusement, compelled to enter barracks on the double and return on 
whistle signals. Sentries struck the laggards attempting to pass through the 
narrow entrances and claimant received a heavy blow on the shoulder from the 
butt of a rifle. He still suffers from this blow and has not the full use of his 
arm and shoulder, necessary to him in his calling. A copy of claimant’s diary 
kept during the time of his captivity, contains a record of repeated and constant 
punishment of being made to stand to attention for long hours. Claimant’s 
main disability at the time of the hearing was from the haemorrhoids which he 
attributes to the exposure and food conditions to which he was subjected. 
~The medical records indicate that claimant suffers from haemorrhoids 
(severe). His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent. Dr. Gordon 
F. Jackson, who certifies to the foregoing, also appeared before the Commission 
and confirmed the statement that the condition referred to was severe but 
declared that it was not beyond operative relief and that claimant, in his 
opinion, could make a complete cure upon successful operation. Claimant’s 
medical history sheets show that he suffered from debility, but the entry appears 
under date of December 11, 1918, that “he has recovered from his disability and 
is fit.” At the time of the hearing, claimant declared that he had not under- 
gone an operation for haemorrhoids because he could not afford it. On September 
20, 1931, he was admitted to Christie Street Hospital in Toronto and underwent’ 
a successful operation for this condition, with the result that he is no longer 
disabled. In a letter, under date of December 22, 1931, he advises that he is 
resuming his work and has left to take charge of a mining undertaking. 

The condition noted constituted claimant’s main disability. With its dis- 
appearance, his claim before this Commission becomes ineffective. That he was 
unable to submit to an operation at an earlier date, and sustained loss through 
inability to work, does not, in my opinion, constitute a good ground of recovery. 
I do not consider that the claim of maltreatment resulting in disability to his 
shoulder has been made out. In these circumstances, the claim must be dis- 
allowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 21, 1931. 


CASE 2048—ROBERT DAVIDSON 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the Royal Canadian Dragoons,—Regi- 
mental No. 257. He enlisted September 22, 1914, at the age of 29 years. His 
attestation paper indicates that his age was 19 on enlistment. He was taken 
prisoner March 24, 1917, on the Narlu-Perron road, unwounded, but lying 
unconscious, having been struck on the head. He was repatriated to England 
December 27, 1918. He is in receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension, amounting 
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to $26 per month, for himself and family, based on loss of the sense of smell and 
varicose veins. He was married November 22, 1914, and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a stonecutter, earning $5 per day, and 
since his discharge has been a street car motorman, earning approximately $28.50 
per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of insufficient 
food, lack of clothing and heat, exposure while working, blows, punishment 
parades and general abuse. He now suffers with his legs and loss of sense of 
smell. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 19 months. Taken first to 
Cambrai, he was transferred to Dulmen. He complains here of numerous 
inoculations, poor food and that he received no medical attention for dysentery. 
There was no physical abuse at Dulmen nor at Minden where he was next sent, 
but at Bohinte where he concluded his period of captivity, he speaks of being hit 
with the butt of a rifle and of being kicked about. Claimant suffered from the 
cold, wet feet and long periods of standing to attention, which has resulted in 
varicose veins and rheumatism. He also says he has lost the sense of smell. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has varicose veins in legs and 
pigmentation, loss of olfactory sense, chronic rheumatism and spells of nervous 
depression. His percentage of disability is stated at from 25 per cent to 30 per 
cent. The physician (name indecipherable) who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files disclose 
nothing unusual. He receives a pension for varicose veins and loss of the sense 
of smell. 

I have been unable to find anything in this record which would justify an 
award. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commis- 
sioners, which has dealt with this case. He has not, in my opinion, shown that 
his present disabilities result from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. It does 
not follow thati varicose veins necessarily result from the treatment related, nor 
does the loss of the sense of smell seem to flow from any acts of maltreatment. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1931. 


CASE 2049—EDWARD EDWARDS 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the Princess Patricia Canadian Light 
Infantry Battalion—Regimental number 39. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the 
age of 39 years. He was taken prisoner May 8, 1915, at Ypres, suffering with a 
gunshot wound in the left foot. He escaped to Holland in August, 1916, and 
was repatriated to England September 16 of that year. He is not in receipt of 
pension, but intends applying therefor. He was married at the time of enlistment 
and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed with the Consumers 
Gas Company, earning 50 cents per hour, and after his discharge was employed 
by the same company at 60 cents per hour, for an eight hour day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of abuse, long terms 
of confinement in dark cells. lying on the floor at times, no heat and at others 
too much heat. Contracted arthritis and nervous disorders. He made two 
attempts to escape and suffered the usual punishment. Received beatings with 
rifle butts and was tied to a post with his arms up. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant is an old soldier, having seen service in South Africa. He was a 
prisoner in Germany for about 15 months, when he escaped upon his third 
attempt. Taken first to Giessen camp, he has no complaints as to his treatment. 
In a statement made by the claimant upon repatriation a very full account of 
conditions at Giessen is given. For an attempted escape he received six weeks 
confinement to barracks and was made to stand to attention for long hours. 
Removed to Celle-lager, he declares that, for refusing to work at munitions, he 
got one month’s dark cells. His statement is somewhat at variance with the 
facts as related in his statement upon repatriation, where he does not refer to 
himself as having been requested to work on munitions and moreover declares he 
was at Celle-lager only four days. In other respects, a comparison of claimant’s 
said statement (made on September 20, 1916) with his evidence before the 
Commision would tend to show that the later testimony has lost in accuracy. 
Thus, he testifies that he was tied to a post as punishment, apparently at Celle- 
lager. In his earlier statement he speaks of having seen other men tied up but 
does not state that he himself underwent this punishment. Another unsuccessful 
attempt to escape was visited with dark cells at Oldenburg and he would also 
appear to have been at Vehnemoor for a short time. His uniform was decorated 
with red rings or stripes to indicate that he was a marked man, presumably 
because of his attempts to escape. There is some disparity between his original 
statement and his testimony as to where he was then sent. Probably it was 
Parnewinkle (Celle-lager No. 1). In his first statement he says the Englishmen 
were well treated whereas in his testimony he declares that they were singled 
out for rough treatment. It was at this camp that he saw Russians tied to posts 
—not himself. Claimant created a very favourable impression before the Com- 
mission and I have dealt at length with his two statements to show the unfor- 
tunate and perhaps pardonable exaggerations which creep into stories of this 
kind after a lapse of years. There are other inconsistencies in the two statements 
which it is unnecessary to expatiate upon. The result is, of course, that the 
earlier statement must receive the greater credibility. He complains chiefly of 
rheumatism and his nerves. 


The medical record indicates that claimant bears a scar on the outer side 
of his left foot, scar on right leg, that he suffers pain on right side of head, has 
arthritis of knees and shoulder pain. No percentage of disability is stated. Dr. 
J. F. Goodchild, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission 
and stated that claimant suffers from a neurasthenic condition, neuralgia on right 
side of head, pain in arm of rheumatic origin, but was unable to form an opinion 
as to the origin of these ailments. He does not find any considerable disability. 
Claimant’s medical history files show that, under examination of August 24, 
1917, there was no nervousness then present, heart, lungs and all other systems 
normal. 


Clearly, as well upon the facts as upon the medical record, claimant has 
failed to establish a case of disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. Quite apart from the inconsistencies contained in his two 
statements, no active maltreatement has been shown, and in so far as disability 
is concerned, at claimant’s age, it is not surprising that he should exhibit some 
signs of advancing years. On the whole, therefore, I must disallow the claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 
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CASE 2050—JAMES ALEXANDER EVERETT 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27888. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 16 years. He was 
taken prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but 
suffering badly from gas. He was exchanged to Holland March 3, 1918, and 
repatriated to England November 18, of that year. He is not in receipt of 
pension, and has made no application therefor. He was married in 1920 and 
has two children. Prior to enlistment he was an apprentice to the tinsmith 
trade, earning $6.00 per week, and after his discharge was given vocational train- 
ing and eventually became a carpenter, and now earns an average of $39.40 per 
week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of abuse and of hav- 
ing been struck by a German on the head with a pitchfork, leaving a scar 
on the head and cheek and had to have hospital treatment. Later his head 
troubled him and he had to go back to hospital for more rest, stayed six 
months, but did not get proper medical attention. He still suffers with pains 
in the head. He is now subject to quinsy every year. It is noted that upon 
enlistment he was carrying scars on the hand and forehead. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was suffering severely from the effects of gas when captured. 
On the way to Gottingen camp he was prodded and kicked by the guards. 
Upon arrival he was set to work repairing buildings, labour alleged to have 
been too heavy for him in his then condition. At a farm at Bishausen, in 
Saxony, probably under some provocation, claimant was injured through 
being struck on the head by a pitchfork thrown at him. He bears a scar on 
his face which he declares was left by the wound then inflicted. He was sent 
back to Gottingen and spent some time in hospital for these wounds, but com- 
plains that he received no proper medical attention, though he does not indi- 
cate in what way it was deficient. Next sent into Hast Prussia, with a reprisal 
party, he complains of the cold, poor accommodation and general punishment, 
without however, charging any particular acts of maltreatment inflicted upon 
himself. As a further reprisal, apparently he was sent to a Russian prison 
camp at Libau. He is very indefinite as to specific acts of maltreatment when 
in this camp, but attributes his condition of quinsy to the cold and exposure 
endured at this period. Claimant’s remaining major complaint is that he still 
suffers from severe headaches, which he attributes to the blow on the head 
and face above referred to. The record discloses that claimant sustained a 
pre-war injury which left scars on his forehead, as noted in his attestation 
paper. It is singular that the scars he now points to are practically in the 
same position. His explanation of this coincidence is not very satisfactory. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers periodic pain over left 
frontal and parietal bones, disabling at times (with evidence of scar 2 inches 
long and 4 inches wide over left frontal bone and circular scar + inch on left 
check) and recurring quinsy. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per 
cent. Dr. C. S. Dunning, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the 
Commission in support of claimant’s case. He confirms his certificate as to the 
ailments, but is unable to fix the amount of claimant’s disability as stated in 
his certificate. 


This case leaves considerable doubt as to the accuracy of. the claimant’s 
recital of his experiences as a prisoner of war. I do not consider that he has 
established that his throat condition has resulted from any acts of maltreat- 
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ment and the evidence of disability resulting from the blow on the head and 
face is so nebulous, that I cannot base an award thereon. On the whole, I find 
that claimant has failed to make out a case before this Commission. His 


claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
: Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 2051—ALFRED ELLIOTT 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion, Regimental number 
27185. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
suffering from a slight touch of gas. He was released to Switzerland in the 
latter part of 1916 and was repatriated to England December 12, 1918. He is 
in receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension, amounting to $20.00 per month, 
. based on tonsilitis, neurosis and debility. He was married March 20, 1920, 
and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed making picture 
moulding at $16.50 per week, and after discharge he followed various occupa- 
Dane painting, grading, moulding work, ranging from fifty to ninety cents 
per hour. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled 
to work when unfit, confinement to cells, unsanitary living conditions, abuse 
and poor food, the result of which has been debility, nervousness and defec- 
tive hearing, through perforated left ear drum. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 18 months, when he was 
transferred to Switzerland as medically unfit. Sent first, as a prisoner, to 
Gottingen and then to Cassel, he complains chiefly of the poor food conditions 
and long hours of labour, but speaks also of rough treatment, blows, kicks, ete. 
He was sent out to work on a railway line near Cassel, where the work was 
heavy and the treatment violent. Here, he first had trouble with his ears, 
which apparently became infected and began to discharge. He ascribes this 
condition to continuous exposure and occasional beatings. He does not con- 
tend that this trouble was traumatic in origin. He received no medical atten- 
tion and was forced to continue working under most harsh conditions. When 
he was finally released to Switzerland, he underwent an operation for his ears. 
In addition to this complaint, claimant speaks of nervousness resulting gen- 
erally from his treatment as a prisoner. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has defective hearing, right 
ear, due to chronic otitis media, perforated left ear drum, and suffers from 
debility and nervousness. His percentage of disability 1s stated at from 25 per 
cent to 50 per cent. Dr. W. C. Givens, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared 
before the Commission in support of claimant’s case. In addition to the defec- 
tive ear conditions, he speaks of claimant as debilitated and unfit for any 
heavy work. He expresses the opinion that the ear condition was due to infec- 
tion, and does not regard the nervous complaint referred to by claimant as 
serious. The medical history files confirm the condition of debility, the ear 
trouble and some nervousness. 

It is difficult to say in this case precisely what cause brought about the 
infection in claimant’s ears. Probably his resistance became so lowered that 
the infection settled in these organs. This then would result from general con- 
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ditions in Germany at the time. Having regard to the recital of physical abuse 
contained in claimant’s testimony, which was most frankly given. I am, how- 
ever, inclined to find that there was maltreatment with some resultant dis- 
ability. I say nothing about the want of medical attention. In these cir- 
cumstances, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $500.00 with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of 


payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2053—JOHN JAMES FELLOWES 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion Regimental number 
9783. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 18 years. His attestation 
paper indicates that his age on enlistment was 21. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a gunshot wound 
in the left thigh and from gas. He was repatriated to England December 15, 
1918. He is in receipt of a 15 per cent disability pension, amounting to $11.25 
per month, based on gastritis. He was married June 1, 1927, and has one child. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a boiler-maker’s apprentice, earning 
$8.00 per week, and since his discharge has been employed by the Bell Telephone 
Company, and is at present a chauffeur with that Company, earning about 
$1,860 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of gastric ulcers 
of the stomach due to malnutrition while a prisoner of war. He suffered sev- 
eral beatings for refusing to work on munitions in Krupp’s factory and in a 
chemical factory in Stettin. Was put to the expense of two major operations 
on his stomach. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant complains of one thing only. By reason of starvation in German 
prison camps, he developed gastric ulcers upon his return to Canada, and was 
compelled to undergo two operations, the first whereof was emergent, due to 
perforation. Claimant’s period of captivity was spent in Paderborn hospital 
(3 months), Senne-lager III, Krupp Iron Works, Munster, Stettin, and a punish- 
ment camp. He speaks of the usual beatings for refusing to work, but does not 
ascribe any disability to these incidents. He lays stress on the fact that inade- 
quate food, resulting in the gastric condition referred to, constitutes his entire 
claim. 

The medical record indicates ‘“ gastric ulcers—perforation.” His percentage 
of disability is stated at 20 per cent in his own calling and at 40 per cent in the 
general labour market. Dr. J. A. McCallum, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. It was he who operated upon claimant for 
gastric ulcers. Claimant’s medical history files merely show that he is in receipt 
of a pension for gastritis. 

I do not think that claimant has established, nor do I think he could, that 
his present condition results from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. He, 
in common with other prisoners, did suffer from malnutrition while in Germany. 
The German population was in quite as sorry plight towards the end of the war. 
For reasons which I have explained in Opinion annexed to the present Report, 
I do not regard this condition as constituting maltreatment. Claimant has pre- 
sented his case to the Board of Pension Commissioners, which alone, in my view, 
has jurisdiction to deal with it. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. Commassioner. 
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CASE 2054—WILLIAM JOHN GRANT 


The claimant was a Corporal in the Third Battalion—Regimental number 
9103. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 29 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering 
shghtly from gas. He was released to*Holland in March, 1918, and was 
repatriated to England November 19, 1918. He is in receipt of a 20 per cent 
disability pension, amounting to $23.00 per month for himself and family, based 
on chronic bronchitis and emphysema. He is married and has one child. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as an accountant, earning about $1,000.00 per 
annum, and since his discharge has resumed his former occupation, and now 
earns $2,200.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of over-work and starva- 
tion. Contracted pleurisy while working in a sugar factory and received inade- 
quate medical attention. He developed bronchitis from which he still suffers. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first sent to Giessen, thence to Saltau, followed by Lichten- 
horst. Apart from general camp conditions and long hours of enforced squad 
drill, and poor food, he has nothing to complain of. At Grossenweidenmoor, he 
complains of the food and deprivation of parcels from home. At a farm, where 
he worked, claimant declares that he was hit by the farmer, and did not get 
enough food. At a sugar factory, he contracted pneumonia and was compelled 
to walk several kilometres to see the doctor, who did very little for him. To 
this inattention and lack of heat in barracks, he attributes bronchitis from 
which he now suffers. At Hameln, where he concluded his period of captivity, 
he has no complaints. Apart from his chest condition, claimant: states that he 
suffers from nervousness and irritability. 

No medical evidence has been produced, not even the usual certificate of a 
medical practitioner. Claimant’s medical history files show a condition of 
bronchitis and emphysema, for which he is in receipt of pension.! 

A perusal of this record emphasizes the point made in Opinion annexed to 
the present report, that disabilities resulting from general conditions in Ger- 
many, such as lack of food and heavy labour, while they may give rise to 
pension awards, do not necessarily entitle a claimant to reparations. Otherwise 
every prisoner would be entitled to an award before this Commission. I find, 
in the present case, that claimant has not discharged the burden of showing 
that his present disabilities result from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


HRROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2055—ROBERT HENRY GREEN 


The claimant was a Bugler in the Third Battalion—Regimental number 
9863. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 17 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He 
was repatriated to England December 21, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension 
and has made no application therefor. He is unmarried, but supports his 
mother aged 65 years. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a clerk with 
the C.P.R., earning $30.00 per month, and since his discharge worked on a farm, 
and is now employed by the Imperial Oil Company, earning $40 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of inoculation which 
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brought on what he terms “black diphtheria,” involving paralysis for a time. 
He was in the hospital for 18 months during this illness. He complained of 
being knocked about and beaten for an unsuccessful attempt to escape. Suffers 
from abscessed ears and has a chronic nasal and coral discharge. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:—- 


Claimant was taken to Giessen camp, to which he was attached for the 
duration of the war. About a month after he arrived, he was taken sick, with 
what he terms “ black diphtheria ” and was 18 months in hospital, for six months 
whereof he was blind and paralysed. He attributes this illness to inoculations 
which he received. He made a complete recovery and was sent out on working 
parties, where he encountered the usual rough treatment and an occasional 
beating. No permanent injuries have resulted from this treatment. For an 
unsuccessful attempt to escape, he served six weeks in cells. He speaks of 
heavy labour in a stone quarry. As a result of these experiences, claimant com- 
plains of ear trouble, with some deafness and that his nerves have been affected. 

The medical record consists of the affidavits of Drs. John N. Gardiner and 
W.R. Newman. The former finds impaired hearing, nasal and oral discharges, 
chronic otitis media and rhinitis, impaired nervous system and chronic bron- 
chitis. He rates claimant’s percentage of disability at 25 per cent. Dr. Newman 
finds claimant’s hearing very poor and speaks of general poisoning from inocu- 
lations, which information comes from claimant’s statements to him. He rates 
the percentage of disability from 35 per cent to 50 per cent. Neither doctor 
appeared before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files reveal 
nothing unusual, his board upon discharge from the service showing “ all sys- 
tems normal.” 

The record does not show any disability due to maltreatment. Claimant’s 
unsupported statement that he contracted diphtheria from inoculations given to 
him cannot be accepted as proving maltreatment. Evidently he was success- 
fully treated for this sickness and made a good recovery. The other incidents 
related are not such as to have left any disablement. Claimant has thus failed 
to discharge the burden of showing that a present disability results from mal- 
treatment whilst a prisoner of war. His claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2056—GEORGE BELL GALLAGHER 


The claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental number 
8408. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the Second Battle of Ypres, unwounded. He 
was repatriated to England November 29, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. 
He was married in June, 1922, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a Civil Engineer with the C.P.R., earning $45.00 per month, and 
since his discharge has been engaged as a salesman, now earning about $2,500.00. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that after an attempt 
to escape he was given 21 days solitary confinement and was later court-mar- 
tialled and condemned to seven months of like punishment. After serving three 
months of this sentence he became so ill that he was released. He was then 
placed at shovelling coal for railway engines for a period of seven months. He 
now suffers from anaemia and stomach and bowel trouble. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 


Claimant spent his period of captivity at the following camps: Giessen, 
Saltau, Lichtenhorst, Celle-lager and Stuttgart and on farms attached thereto. 
He was not subjected to physical abuse and confines his complaint to impaired 
health resulting from confinement to cells for a period of three months. For 
an attempt to escape from Stuttgart, he was given 14 days solitary confinement. 
In some manner, he, with three others, was tried for mutiny and though acquitted 
at the first hearing, upon appeal he was condemned to 7 months, three of which 
he served. The cells were underground and claimant was only allowed out for 
an hour every four days. He collapsed at the end of three months, and was 
placed in hospital. Claimant ascribes a condition of anaemia to these 
experiences. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from a functional dis- 
. turbance of mobile power of stomach and bowels. His percentage of disability 
is stated at from 60 per cent to 70 per cent. Dr. James A. Simpson, who cer- 
tifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medi- 
cal history files show nothing unusual. All systems are declared normal in his 
medical examination upon discharge. 

I do not think that it necessarily follows that claimant’s anaemic condition 
results from the confinement of which he complains. The medical evidence would 
require to be much more convincing to permit of such a finding. I would regard 
the condition as nutritional in origin, but even were it in some measure due to 
imprisonment, I would require clear evidence that the sentence of the court 
martial, condemning claimant, was in no wise justified. The evidence is entirely 
lacking. Claimant has failed to make out a case and his claim must, accord- 


ingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2057—GEORGE OSBORNE RICH GREENHOW 


The claimant was a private in the Third Battalion—Regimental number 
9972. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 33 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second Battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was 
repatriated to England February 14, 1919. He is not in receipt of a pension, but 
did get a special gratuity amounting to $250, based on nervous debility. He is 
unmarried. Prior to enlistment he worked as a florist, growing bulbs and earned 
approximately $15 per week. Since his discharge he has been employed by the 
Ontario Department of Highways, at a salary of $18 per week and _ hotel 
expenses. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of general abuse, soli- 
tary confinement, and beatings which have caused neurasthenia. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was a prisoner at, or attached to, Giessen camp for the duration of 
his captivity. He speaks of the conditions and camp life favourably. Person- 
ally, he was subjected to no physical abuse, except on the occasion of one of 
his unsuccessful attempts to escape, when he received a beating and was con- 
fined to cells. He admits, quite frankly, that whatever ill-treatment he received 
was “ for doing something I ought not to have done.” He was not compelled to 
do manual labour, but served as an orderly in the hospital for the final period 
of his time as a prisoner. He complains chiefly of the condition of his nerves 
and has some stomach trouble, both of which ailments he ascribes to his experi- 


ences while in Germany. 
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The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, and 
stomach trouble. His percentage of disability is stated at 40 per cent in his own 
calling and at 60 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. H. Clark, who 
certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s 
medical history files show a condition of debility and general weakness which 
is attributed to lack of food. 

A perusal of the evidence in this case leads to the conclusion that claim- 
ant’s present condition is due entirely to nutritional causes. For reasons 
explained in Opinion annexed to the present report, I do not consider that this - 
general condition is to be regarded as maltreatment, per se. Claimant, there- 
fore, has failed to establish a case of present disability resulting from maltreat- 
ment whilst a prisoner of war, and his claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2059—FREDERICK THOMAS HOUSE 


The claimant was a Lance Corporal in the 15th Battalion—Regimental 
number 27563. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 27 years. He was 
taken prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly wounded 
in the ankle and suffering from gas. He was repatriated to England January 
1, 1919. He had been in receipt of a 25 per cent disability pension, amounting 
to $28 per month, based on an injury to his hand. This was discontinued April 
1, 1926, but an application for reinstatement is pending. He was married Octo- 
ber 30, 1919, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
lineman with the Hydro Electric Commission, at a wage of about $15 per week, 
and since his discharge he tried gardening and poultry raising in England, and 
after his return to Canada has done odd jobs at painting, making about $30 
per month when at work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been kicked 
and beaten, forced to undergo solitary confinement, was starved and forced to 
work when unfit, received no medical attention and suffered from exposure. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp and sent to work in a copper 
mine. For refusing to work, he, with others, was beaten and finally driven 
down the mine. He had two teeth knocked out by a guard with the butt of a 
rifle. Persisting in their refusal to work, these prisoners were made to stand 
at attention for eight hours, and then sent to the civil jail at Butsbach, where 
they served three months and eight days; were then court martialled and given 
an additional month, which they served at Giessen. Sent to Lichtenhorst for 
9 months, claimant was employed at cutting heather on the moors. At Bohinte, 
where he spent 6 or 7 months, he was digging canals in the water under con- 
ditions of extreme exposure. He was sent to a farm for 9 months, where the | 
work was heavy but the treatment fair. Claimant then spent 5 months at a 
sugar factory where his hand was accidently injured lifting pipe. He com- 
plains that proper medical attention was denied him for this wound. He suffers 
with his back, head, nerves and has bronchitis. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from nervousness 
indigestion, general weakness, deformed hand and bronchitis. His percentage of 
disability 1s stated at from 80 per cent to 90 per cent in his own calling, and at 
58 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. Roy J. Spence, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files refer only to the injured hand. 


MALTREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR 177 


The injury to claimant’s hand was accidental in origin and I do not con- 
sider that he has proven lack of proper medical attention. His evidence shows 
that he received treatment, such as it was, from the German doctor. I do 
think, however, that claimant was subjected to maltreatment whilst in the cop- 
per mines sustaining injury which is of a permanent nature. Viewing the whole 
case, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $500.00, with interest thereon, 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from the 10th January 1920, to date of 
payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2060—JOHN ALFRED HOLDSWORTH 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 113299. 
He enlisted July 31, 1915, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, suffering from shrapnel wounds in the right arm and hand. He was 
released to Switzerland in December 1917 and was repatriated to England, 
December 9, 1918. He is in receipt of pension, amounting to $39.00 per month 
for himself and family, based on weakness and limitation of movement in the 
right forearm and hand. He was married July 23, 1923, and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed by a glass concern installing skylights 
and canopies. He was only a boy and earned $15.00 per week. Since his dis- 
charge he has been with the Toronto Transportation Commission, earning $28.00 
per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of proper 
medical attention for his wounded arm, resulting in permanent disability to 
that member, and of stomach trouble due to bad food, also extreme nervous 
conditions. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was in hospital, after capture, at Courtrai and Duisburg. He 
received treatment for his wounded arm, but contends that the treatment was 
not proper and has left his arm in a disabled condition. He speaks of being 
knocked off the operating table on two occasions by the surgeon, seemingly, 
because he did not understand what was said to him. Otherwise he has no com- 
plaints. He was sent to Friederichsfeld camp for three months, where he did 
light work. Thence he went to Cottbus, until released to Switzerland as medic- 
ally unfit. He does not complain of any physical abuse and received no per- 
manent injury whilst a prisoner. He confines his complaint to the disablement 
of his arm and generally to an impaired digestive system due to undernourish- 
ment. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from frequent attacks 
of gastric indigestion and coecal stasis, with loss of function of right forearm, 
wrist and fingers. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent in his 
own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. L. O. C. Skeeles, 
who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission. Apart from 
the arm injury, which is of service origin, and quite definite, Dr. Skeeles speaks 
of stomach disorders, which might have been caused otherwise than upon service. 
Claimant does not suffer from any serious general disability. 

In this state of record, there is little difficulty in reaching the conclusion 
that Claimant is without right before this Commission. He has failed to show 
that his disabled arm results from any maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. 
The evidence does not justify the contention that the medical treatment received 
was improper. Claimant’s general health is good and, as explained in Opinion 
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annexed to the present report, impairment to health from solely nutritional 
causes even if established, is insufficient to entitle him to an award. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

| ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 7, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2061—PERCY T. HARRELL 


The claimant was a Lance Corporal in the Third Battalion—Regimental 
number 10040. He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 26 years. He was 
taken prisoner April 24, 1915 during the Second Battle of Ypres, unwounded. 
He was released to Holland in March 1918 and was repatriated to England 
November 18 of that year. He is not in receipt of pension, but has an applica- 
tion pending before the board. He was married July 17, 1920 and has three 
children. Prior to enlistment he was employed as a clerk with the Robert 
Simpson Company Limited, of Toronto, at a wage of $10.00 per. week and since 
his discharge has returned to the same Company as a receiver, and now earns 
$24.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was. subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of ill-health consisting 
of chronic bronchitis due to imprisonment. He received several beatings and 
kicks for refusing to work. Was compelled to work on the moors in all sorts 
of weather and suffered through dampness and exposure. Also has stomach 
disorders. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was in Giessen camp for six months. Apart from general rough 

treatment from which he has suffered no injury, he has nothing to complain of. 
Taken to Saltau, thence to Lichtenhorst, he speaks of spraining his ankle 
accidentally, but does not emphasize any particular maltreatment. At Grossen- 
weidenmoor, he complains of being forced to do hard labour, long hours, being 
exposed to the weather, to which he ascribes his present bronchial condition. He 
also complains of some digestive disturbance. 
. The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from “ chronic bronchitis 
with acute attacks practically every autumn and spring.’”’ His percentage of dis- 
ability is stated at 10 per cent. Dr. G. F. Ferrier, who certifies to the foregoing, 
did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show 
nothing unusual, all systems being declared normal, upon discharge from the 
service. 

This clearly is not a case for reparation consequent upon maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. The general conditions of which claimant speaks 
were common to every prisoner. His claim, if any, is before the Board of 
Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2062—BERNARD WILLIAM HANNAN 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27489. He enlisted in 1914 at the age of 32 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was repatri- 
ated to England January 1, 1919. He is not in receipt of disability pension 
and has not applied therefor. He was married in January, 1921, and has no 
children. Prior to enlistment he was a painter earning 45 cents per hour. 
Since his discharge, he has been variously employed, and is now an attendant 
at a sanitarium in- Guelph, at a salary of $45 per month and his board. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being made to 
work in the salt mines, lack of treatment, exposure, beatings, starvation and 
general abuse. He alleges that he suffers from asthma and stomach trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp. He complains of being made 
to remain naked in a hut for 3 days while his clothes were being fumigated. 
After about 2 months at Gottingen, claimant was sent to the notorious salt 
mines at Beienrode, where he remained for 35 years. His story is a reiteration 
of the recitals of brutality, hard work and exposure, heard from other prisoners. 
(See case 1875). Forced to work in the mines with no protection against the 
noxious gases during blasting operations, his lungs have suffered. He was hit 
on the foot by an irate guard in the mines for failing to do the work required 
and still carries the scar. He was also hit on the back of the neck and kicked 
because he was too weak to work, and on one occasion tore his face on a 
barbed wire fence trying to escape a beating from a guard. He complains of 
the condition of his stomach, has bronchitis and asthma and js generally 
debilitated. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from bronchial asthma, 
chronic antrums and nasal catarrh. His percentage of disability is stated at 
50 per cent. Dr. J. I. McKay, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. There is on file letter of Dr. F. H. C. Baugh, of the 
Homewood Sanitarium, at Guelph, where claimant is employed, stating that 
claimant is only fit for light work, is a conscientious worker and shows marked 
signs of debility. 

I regard claimant as having suffered impairment to his health during his 
period of captivity. The fact that he was condemned to work and did work 
in the salt mines at Beienrode for 34 years is almost enough to establish mal- 
treatment, so familiar are we with the conditions of inhumanity and calculated 
cruelty which prevailed there. Claimant’s testimony establishes the fact of 
maltreatment beyond doubt. He has therefore made out a case and is entitled 
to an award. I would recommend a payment to him of $800, with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date 


of payment. 
ee ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2063—HERBERT SEYMOUR HUNT. 


The claimant was a Private in the 8rd Battalion—Regimental number 
9211. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 19 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but 
suffering slightly from gas. He was repatriated to England December 8, 1918. 
He is in receipt of a 15 per cent disability pension, amounting to $21 per month, 
based on nephritis. He was married December 8, 1920, and has three children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a clerk with the Consumers Gas 
Company of Toronto, at a salary of $15 per week and since his discharge has 
been a book-keeper with the City of Toronto, at a salary of $30 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of an injury to his 
big toe caused by a German dropping a heavy piece of pig iron on it, also of 
numerous beatings with rifle butts, kicks and general abuse. He suffers from 
permanent kidney and bladder trouble due to the bad food and living condi- 
tions. Was confined to a dungeon for three weeks where the floor was covered 
with water so that he was unable to lie down. 

41429123 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent his period of captivity at, or attached to, Giessen camp. 
On a working party he declares that he was hit on the head with the butt of 
a rifle for refusing to work. At the Geisweid iron mines, he engaged in an 
altercation with a German guard and, in the scuffle which ensued, he was hit 
on the great toe with a lump of pig iron, which has permanently injured that 
member. He was placed in dungeon for a month for assisting a British officer 
to escape, and, for again refusing to work, was strapped to a post for 24 hours. 
Claimant contracted pleurisy as a result of his treatment and still suffers from 
recurring attacks. His chief disability is nephritis and he also declares the toe 
injury still affects him. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic nephritis 
and has an injury to his great toe. His percentage of disability is stated at 
10 per cent in his own calling and at 25 per cent to 50 per cent in the general 
labour market. Dr. C. W. Carleton, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared 
before the Commission and testified that claimant’s main complaint is back- 
ache, exhaustion and that he suffers from his toe. The nephritis is attributed 
to exposure. Claimant’s medical history files confirm the kidney trouble. 

For reasons explained in opinion annexed to the present report, I do not 
consider that the kidney trouble of which claimant complains can be ascribed 
to maltreatment. It is the result of general conditions of life which he bore 
in common with other prisoners. The injury to his toe has not been shown 
to have been deliberate—it was more probably accidentally sustained in the 
course of a fight with the guard. Viewing all the circumstances, claimant has, 
in my opinion, failed to make out a case of present disability resulting from 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His recourse, if any, is before the 
Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ottawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2064—EDWARD PATRICK McQUADF 


Claimant was a Private in the Royal Canadian Regiment—Regimental 
number 455139. He enlisted in August, 1915, at the age of 36 years and was 
taken prisoner October 12, 1916. When captured he was wounded in the right 
leg and shoulder, the bullet piercing the lung. He was repatriated to England 
March 21, 1918. Claimant is married and has five children. He is in receipt 
of pension amounting to $23 a month for himself and family. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed as an engineer with the Sanitary Ideal Company at 
_ Port Hope, Ontario, earning about $3.25 per day. Since discharge he has 
followed various occupations with indifferent success. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
treatment, physical abuse, and suffers from stomach trouble due to lack of 
proper food. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant lay in a shell hole for four days after being wounded, was 
brought into hospital where he received some treatment and was then removed 
to Cambrai hospital. Here he complains of the brutal treatment by the 
surgeon, who probed his wounds unnecessarily and knocked him off the oper- 
ating table because claimant kicked over his instrument case. Claimant devel- 
oped lockjaw and complains of the brutal way in which the serum was 
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administered. Removed to Mulheim, he was in hospital until transferred to 
Switzerland. He complains of the use of paper bandages, but evidently received. 
as good medical attention as could be expected. Claimant tells his story in very 
humorous vein, and while he complains bitterly of the treatment received, he has 
not succeeded in showing that he suffers any greater disability as a result of 
such treatment than he would otherwise have had. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even claimant’s medical history 
files. It seems clear, however, that the injuries of which claimant speaks, were 
sustained on service and there is nothing to show any aggravation by reason of 
his treatment as a prisoner of war. 

While these experiences may have been distressing, I do not believe that they 
have, per se, added anything to claimant’s incapacity. In these circumstances, 
claimant has failed to make out a case of maltreatment resulting in disability. 
His recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2066—VICTOR ALBERT JEFFERIES 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 
9328. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 32 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but slightly 
gassed. He was released to Holland in March, 1918, and repatriated to England 
January 28, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension, but has an application pend- 
ing before the Board. He was married on enlistment, but has no children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was a furrier, earning $35 per week, and since his discharge 
has been similarly engaged, at a salary of $40 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of injury to his 
teeth from a blow on the mouth and defective eyesight due to confinement in 
dark cells. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant spent the first nine months of his captivity at Giessen camp. For 
refusing to work, through weakness, he was beaten by the guards. Taken before 
a medical officer, who apparently thought claimant was shamming, he was struck 
in the mouth by the officer, injuring his teeth. Claimant was also given 14 
days dark cells and while there alleges that he was baited by his guards. He 
still declined to work and was sent to Lichtenhorst, thence to Hestenmoor camps. 
Here long hours of punishment drill was the regular routine. For protesting at 
the noise made by a visiting parson, in the early hours of the morning, claimant 
received another blow in the mouth from the sentry. This incident is cor- 
roborated by a fellow prisoner who says the blow was administered with a stick. 
Fourteen days in cells was added as further punishment. Again, at a later camp, 
for persisting in his refusal to work, claimant was given 14 days dark cells and 
complains again of being struck in the mouth. As a result of these experiences 
he declares that his teeth have been ruined, necessitating constant dental atten- 
tion since his return, and that his eyesight has been impaired from his incar- 
ceration in dark cells. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has in fact received considerable 
dental care. Dr. L. J. Bancroft certifies that he found claimant’s mouth in a 
very septic condition, necessitating several extractions due to abscesses and 
broken down teeth. Dr. R. E. Fisher also certifies to extractions, insertion of 
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bridges and treatment to the gums. As to the eye condition, there is filed 
certificate of Dr. H. H. Holme, indicating 50 per cent impairment in right eye 
and somewhat less than that in the left. None of these medical men appeared 
before the Commission. 

It would have been desirable in this case, to question the two dentists and 
the physician who gave certificates. The coincidence of repeated blows on the 
mouth was very marked and it would have been interesting to know if in the 
opinion of the witnesses referred to, the condition noted was probably due to 
the reason ascribed. As to the eye condition, I do not think there is much 
to be said. Claimant has failed to show that it was due to maltreatment. On 
the whole, however, I am inclined to give him the benefit of the doubt as to 
the injury to his mouth. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him 
of $600, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from January 
10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2067—THOMAS JACKSON 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion--Regimental number 
27495. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 25 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
slightly gassed. He was repatriated to England January 1, 1919. He is not in 
receipt of pension but has an application pending before the Board. He was 
married March 24, 1920, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a tool maker with the Grand Trunk Railway, at a wage of $23 
per week and since his discharge has held various positions, now being employed 
as a machinist, earning $37.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been forced 
to work in the salt mines, where he was beaten, stabbed with a bayonet, starved 
and generally abused. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant spent a few weeks at Gottingen, Celle-lager and Hameln, before 
being sent to the ill-famed salt mines at Beienrode. His complaints centre 
about this latter camp, where he spent about two years. It is the familiar story 
of brutality and cruelty which we have heard from other prisoners. (See case 
No. 1875). Claimant appears to have invited a great deal of the punishment he 
received, by a certain defiant and truculent manner, which was even evident 
before the Commission. For refusing to work he, with others, was lined up before 
a firing squad. Struck on the ankle with a rifle butt, he was confined to bed 
for five weeks. Finally, driven to go down the mines, he encountered the usual 
treatment of beatings, blows from pick-handles and thrashing with belts. He 
was struck with a bayonet in the little finger, causing permanent injury, was 
kicked on the head and still bears the scar. He complains chiefly of the con- 
dition of his nerves, a disabled ankle, and lame back, all of which he attributes to 
the treatment received in the salt mines. 

The medical record indicates that claimant’s nervous system is impaired, 
that he suffers from stomach disorders, weak right ankle, stiff little finger. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. F. J. Snelgrove, who 
certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s 
medical history files contain nothing unusual. 

Both as to demeanor and credibility claimant was not impressive before 
the Commission. Were it not for the abundant evidence which we have as to 
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conditions in the Beienrode salt mines, his story would not carry conviction. 
Viewing all the circumstances, and allowing for possible nervousness in 
unfamiliar surroundings before the Commission, I have reached the conclu- 
sion to give claimant the benefit of the doubt and to find that his present dis- 
ability, in part at least, results from maltreatment to which he was subjected 
whilst a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him 
of $700.00, with interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 
10th of January, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
OrTawa, December 2, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2068—ROBERT JOHNSTON 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 109418. 
He enlisted in May, 1915, at the age of 22 years. He was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, unwounded, but states he was buried by shell fire. He was repatriated 
to England on December 9, 1918. He is not in receipt of disability pension, 
and states that he does not intend to apply therefor. He was married in June, 
1926, and has no children. Prior to enlistment he worked for his father on a 
farm, and since his discharge has been working on his own account on a farm 
which he rents. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was beaten 
for refusing to work upon munitions, placed in cells on bread and water, was 
denied dental treatment, and, as a result, has lost nearly all his teeth. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, where he remained a year. 
Apart from food conditions he has no complaint of his treatment there. He 
was sent to Friederichsfeld—or to a working party attached thereto, where 
he was beaten for refusing to work upon munitions. He complains also that 
he has lost his teeth due to refusal to give him dental attention while he 
was a prisoner. He declares generally, when asked what were the worst fea- 
tures of maltreatment to which he was subjected, that it was “ persecution all 
the time.” As a result of his treatment he complains of his nerves, but admits 
that he is better now than he was. 

There is no medical evidence in this case, not even the usual certificate of 
a physician. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual, the only 
record of hospitalization being for influenza in 1919. There is a reference to 
tonsilitis suffered whilst a prisoner, but no noting of any disability. 

In this state of the record, clearly, I am not justified in finding in claim- 
ant’s favour. As explained in opinion annexed to the present report, a claim- 
ant must show not only a present disability but must connect that disability 
with the treatment he received during his period of captivity. This, claimant 
has completely failed to do. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2069—GEORGE CHRISTOPHER JENNINGS 


The claimant -was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 725002. 
He enlisted in April, 1917, at the age of 22 years. He was taken prisoner 
about April 22, 1918, whilst on a night raid. He was not wounded at the time. 
He was repatriated to England on November 25, 1918. He is not in receipt 
of disability pension, but has an application pending. He is a widower with 
two children. Prior to enlistment, he was working in a brickyard at $30.00 per 
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week. Since his discharge he has been in the employ of the Toronto Fire, 
Department, at a salary of $160 per month, 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of stomach trouble, 
induced by improper food and living conditions, and of an injury to a finger, 
the result of a blow inflicted with a knife by a German guard. He also states 
that on one occasion the guard knocked him down and kicked him on the chin, 
knocking out two of his teeth. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner for about seven months, at or near Lille, where 
he worked as an orderly in the hospital for a time. He complains of being 
beaten for giving misinformation in answer to questions put to him, and being 
locked up. He declares that a German guard hit him with a knife for not work- 
ing fast enough and almost cut the top of his finger off. He was also kicked in 
the mouth and lost two teeth. Sent to coal mines in Alsace Lorraine, claimant 
speaks of stomach trouble, which he describes as a strain. He was placed in 
hospital for this ailment. His health now is fairly good, but he suffers with his 
stomach. The beatings referred to have Jeft no permanent disability. 

The medical record, consisting of the certificates of Drs. J. H. Downing 
and EK. C. Beer, indicate that claimant suffers from chronic indigestion and 
attacks of gastritis, and has lost teeth. His percentage of disability is stated 
by Dr. Downing at 50 per cent, and by Dr. Beer at from 50 per cent to 75 per 
cent. Dr. Beer merely adds that claimant bears scars on face and finger. There 
is no mention of a scar on the finger in his medical records. Dr. Beer also 
appeared before the Commission, spoke of the stomach trouble, but thought this 
might possibly result from the effects of gas. Poor food also might be a con- 
tributing factor. 

It is evident, in this case, that claimant was under the impression that he 
should receive punitive damages. As explained in Opinion annexed to the 
present report, this Commission has no such mission. No disability has resulted 
from his experiences as a prisoner of war, and any claim he may have would 
properly be one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
From a review of the evidence, the claim fails. It is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 7, 1981. Commissioner. 


CASE 2070—JOSIAH ALFRED JOHNSON 


The claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental number ° 
27664. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 22 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffer- 
ing from gas. He was repatriated to England January 13, 1919. He is not in 
receipt of pension, but applied and finally abandoned the application. He was 
married March 12, 1919, and has one child. Prior to enlistment he was employed 
as a book-keeper, earning about $14.00 per week and was employed at the time 
of the hearing as a shipper, at $200 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of food, result- 
ing in an ulcerated stomach. Had two teeth knocked out by a rifle butt and 
suffered three accidents while on working parties, for which he received no 
medical attention. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp where he remained about two 
months; except as to the food, he has no complaints. He was next sent to St. 
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Andreasburg, and worked for 13 months breaking stone and slag. There was no 
ill-treatment, but he received no medical attention for injuries received during 
the course of his work. There was no doctor within three miles of this camp. 
His leg was injured on one occasion and he was compelled to continue working. 
The work was extremely heavy, but claimant, surprisingly, declares that the 
food was not bad. Sent to Okar, in the Hartz Mountains, he was employed at 
carrying discarded rails and injured his back and left shin while so employed, 
for which he received no medical attention. Food conditions were very bad at 
this camp and claimant declares that on one occasion, for protesting in regard 
to the non-delivery of parcels, he was struck in the mouth by a guard with a 
rifle butt and had two teeth knocked out. He complains chiefly of constant 
headaches, stomach condition, and weakened back. He attributes these troubles 
to the rough treatment and poor food received. He also speaks of stomach 
ulcers and some heart trouble. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual Certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s medical files indicate that he has some heart trouble, 
the cause being declared as infection and strain of active service. 

In this state of the record, without some medical evidence, indicating a 
present disability and connecting the same with claimant’s period of captivity, 
it is not possible to reach a finding in his favour. Disabilities of purely nutri- 
tional origin, as explained in Opinion annexed to the present report, cannot 
serve as the basis of a claim for reparations. I consider that the claimant’s 
recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 2071—ROBERT JOSEPH KING 


The claimant was a Private in the 38rd Battalion,—Regimental number 
9219. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 18 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the Second Battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
slightly gassed. He was repatriated to England on December 16, 1918. He is 
not in receipt of disability pension, but states that he applied therefor on his 
return to Canada. It was not granted and he has not made any further appli- 
cation. He was married on June 1, 1927, and has one child. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was a clerk in a wholesale warehouse, earning some $24.00 per week. 
Since his discharge he worked for a time with his pre-war employers, after- 
wards as a builder on his own account, and is now engaged selling insurance, 
at which he makes some $2,500.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He states that his nose was broken 
by a blow from the butt of a rifle, and that he received no treatment: for the 
injury but was compelled to remain at work, also that on another occasion a 
similar blow knocked two of his teeth out. He complains also that a pitch-fork 
was deliberately thrust through his arm by a farmer for whom he was working. 
He alleges that he suffers from bronchial trouble and rheumatism as a result 
of the treatment to which he was subjected, and that the arches of his feet have 
fallen due to the enforced wearing of wooden clogs. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, as to which he has no complaint. 
He was sent to Vehnemoor and made to work digging canals on the moors. He 
speaks of the conditions as very harsh, the civilian guards driving the prisoners, 
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to exact the maximum of labour. At Ostenholzenmoor he received a blow on 
the nose from the butt of a rifle in the hands of a guard, for not working as fast 
as required. His nose was broken. Sent to Bokelah, he remained there a year 
and a half. For failing to rush the work, claimant with others, was lined up 
and rushed by the guards with fixed bayonets. In the scuffle to escape, claimant 
was hit across the mouth with the butt of a rifle and lost two teeth. He took 
ill and was given light duty for the last eight months of his stay there. On a 
farm, where claimant was sent, his arm was pierced by a pitchfork wielded by 
the farmer. This was done deliberately because claimant was not working fast 
enough. Claimant complains of rheumatism and neuritis, and flat feet due to 
the enforced use of wooden clogs. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from brokendown arches 
in both feet, deviated septum and has three teeth missing. His percentage of 
disability is stated at 15 per cent in his own calling and at 10 per cent in the 
general labour market. Dr. W. H. Philip, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files speak of 
a condition of chronic bronchitis, as to which, however, claimant makes no 
claim. 

Claimant was beaten and subjected to rough treatment, and I think it may 
be said that he suffers disability as a result. The broken nose and loss of teeth, 
though they may not constitute any very great permanent disability, impair 
to some extent claimant’s earning ability. Viewing all the circumstances, I am 
of opinion that claimant has made out a case and I would, accordingly, recom- 
mend a payment to him of $500.00 with interest thereon at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2072—JOHN WYMAN KENSETT 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27214. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 16 years, although he gave his age 
on enlistment as 19. He was taken prisoner on April 24, 1915, during the Second 
Battle of Ypres, unwounded, but gassed. He was repatriated to England from 
Switzerland in December, 1918. He is not in receipt of disability pension, but 
states he has made application therefor. He was married in November, 1919, 
and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a clerk in a 
hotel, at New Liskeard, at $10.00 per week and his board, and since his dis- 
charge he worked for a time in a factory at Niagara Falls, then on Government 
farms, and is now Safety Deposit Custodian at the Imperial Bank of Canada, 
at a salary of $1,300.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of frequent beatings, 
some inflicted upon him whilst at work, and others because he was too weak 
and ill to work. He states that on one occasion he was knocked off a wagon 
with a rifle and on another struck in the arm with a bayonet. He alleges that 
the treatment he received reacted upon his nervous system by reason of his 
youth, more than it would have done upon that of an older man. Two months 
before the Armistice he was examined by Swiss doctors and, as a result, was 
immediately sent to Switzerland. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 

Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp. Except for an incident of 
being knocked off a cart with the butt of a rifle, he has no complaints. At a 
stone quarry, where he was sent to work, his strength was insufficient and, for 
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failing to do the work, he was beaten. He says that while strongly built, he 
was very young and could not stand the hard work, was treated as a malingerer 
and beaten accordingly. He declares he was even stuck in the arm with a 
bayonet by a guard, who thought he was shamming. His general debility is 
attributed to the poor food and heavy labour. At Langensalga, his condition 
- was finally recognized as serious, and he was shortly transferred to Switzerland 
as medically unfit. He complains that his feet have developed an unpleasant 
and offensive condition, due to these experiences. He also suffers from head- 
aches. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from general nervous 
debility and profuse perspiration of the feet. Dr. W. E. L. Sparks, who furnished 
a certificate, appeared before the Commission. He could attribute no particular 
disability to claimant and merely stated that the foot condition was the 
claimant’s sole disability. 

It is obviously impossible to find in claimant’s favour in this case. That 
he was subjected to rough treatment is proven, but that disability has resulted 
therefrom is not shown. The condition of his feet may or may not be a conse- 
quence. This claim should not have been put forward before this Commission. 


It must, accordingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 2073—FRED DAVID LORSCH 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the Third Battalion—Regimental number 
9160. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 36 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second bottle of Ypres, suffering from concussion, 
shell-shock and gas. He was released to Holland in March, 1918, and was repa- 
triated to England September 1, 1918. He is in receipt of a 15 per cent dis- 
ability pension, amounting to $20.00 per month, based on bronchitis, iritis and 
myalgia. He was married in February 1919 and has one child. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed with the City Treasurer’s Department, Toronto, at a 
salary of $1,000.00 per annum, and since his discharge he continued in the employ 
of that City, earning about $30.00 per week, and later joined his father in a 
brokerage business, from which his earnings are small at the present time. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which: 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
treatment resulting in chronic bronchitis and rheumatism. He was taken to 
Holland in a partly paralyzed condition and told that he would never walk again 
due to a spinal condition. Was placed in a plaster cast, there for seven months. 
His eyesight is also affected, due to the rheumatic condition. His back and 
legs still trouble him from time to time. 

‘An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant saw service in the South African war and is now aged 53 years. 
He confines his complaint to lack of medical treatment for his injuries whilst 
a prisoner of war. His back had been injured at the time of capture and he 
received no attention for this during his entire stay at Giessen camp—almost 
three years. He complains of no particular acts of brutality, but attributes 
some of his present disability to rheumatism contracted due to the damp and 
unhealthy conditions in barracks. ‘Claimant was not compelled to work while 
a prisoner. His bronchial condition is ascribed to general conditions of imprison- 
ment. 

Claimant’s medical file is very full and indicates hospitalization for chronic 
bronchitis, war neurosis, injuries to back, neurasthenia and spondylitis. His 
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pension is awarded for bronchitis, iritis and myalgia. Claimant has also pro- 
duced the certificates of two physicians which bear out the statement of maladies 
referred to. His percentage of disability is stated at from 50 per cent to 100 
per cent. 

There seems to be no doubt as to impairment of claimant’s health, but the 
difficulty is to ascribe his present condition, having regard to his age, to mal- 
treatment whilst a prisoner of war. The evidence of maltreatment is purely 
negative. Whether anything could have been done for claimant’s back can- 
not now be said. After very careful consideration, I have reached the conclu- 
sion that claimant has failed to show that his present disabilities result from 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner. This must be regarded as the result of general 
camp conditions in Germany and as such cannot form the basis of an award in 
claimant’s favour. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commuassioner. 
Orrawa, December 22, 1931. 


CASE 2074—ALFRED LACEY 


The Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
47368. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 32 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated 
to England on January 6, 1919. He is not in receipt of disability pension, but 
states he has an application pending. He is married and has two children. Prior 
to enlistment he was a checker with the Swift Canadian Co., at 22 cents per 
hour, and since his discharge has been similarly employed, at a present rate of 
pay of 55 cents per hour. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that for refusing to 
work upon munitions, he was kept without food for three days and beaten all over 
the body with the butt of a rifle. He was also again severely beaten on another 
occasion for not working fast enough. He also complains of bad living conditions 
and poor food. He alleges a chest and lung condition. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp. On a working party, he refused to 
work upon munitions and was beaten and confined to barracks without food. 
He speaks of being frequently beaten for the same reason, until he was removed 
to Lichtenhorst, where the treatment was somewhat better. Sent to Eschede, via 
Saltau, he encountered heavy manual labour, with exposure, poor food, and 
unhealthy quarters. He describes conditions in detail and attributes to his life 
at this camp a lung and chest condition which disables him. He was in hospital 
at Lichtenhorst with bronchitis and received practically no medical attention. 
He declares that he has suffered a collapse of the right lung, or so it was 
described to him by his physican. While his condition has improved, he still 
suffers greatly from his chest condition. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from bronchitis and 
asthma and collapse of the right lung, the date whereof is stated as 1927. His 
percentage of disability is stated at 4 per cent. Dr. W. Gordon McCormack, 
who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. There is also 
filed a record, certificate of Dr. G. C. Anglin, who details claimant’s symptoms 
at length and concludes with the finding that claimant suffers from a definite 
chronic bronchitis and emphysema. Claimant’s medical history sheets show 
nothing unusual. His final medical board, upon discharge from the service, 
declares all systems normal. 
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It will be noted that the condition of which claimant complains—collapse 
of the lung—occurred in 1927. It can hardly be said that it would take 9 years 
for such a condition to develop and I am inclined to regard the disablement 
as of post war origin. Again, claimant’s percentage of disability is rated at 
4 per cent only and [I do not think this is of sufficient gravity to warrant an 
award. On the whole, I consider that claimant has failed to make out a case. The 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 22, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2075—PHILIP L’ABBE 


The claimant was a Private in the 8th Battalion—-Regimental number 
1260. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 18 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from 
shrapnel wound in the left shoulder and side and from gas. He was repatriated 
to England November 29, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, but has an 
application pending before the board. He was married June 6, 1927, and has 
one child. Prior to enlistment, he was attending school, and is now employed 
as a Timber Scaler with the Ontario Government, earning $7.00 per day while 
working. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled 
to work in water for months, solitary confinement, and general abuse. He 
now suffers from broken down nervous system and rheumatism in the knees. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Roulers, where his wounds received attention. 
Moved to Giessen, thence to Lichtenhorst, he has no complaints to make, except 
as to the food received. He was then transferred to Bohinte, where he com- 
plains of the working conditions in water digging canals, without change of 
clothing, with the result that rheumatism developed. The labour was heavy 
and the food bad. Sent through Saltau, to Stuttgart, claimant made an unsuc- 
cessful attempt to escape and complains that instead of the usual 14 days 
confinement, he was given 3 months, which he served, was then court-mar- 
tialled and sentenced to 7 months hard labour. Though he did not serve this 
sentence, he alleges that the fear of it preyed on his mind and has permanently 
affected his nervous system. He complains now of his nervous and rheumatic 
condition as a-result of these experiences. 

The medical evidence is very general, and merely declares claimant to be 
suffering from a broken down nervous system. His percentage of disability is 
stated at 75 per cent in his own calling and at 40 per cent in the general labour 
market. Dr. J. A. Crozier, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before 
the Commission, but a further certificate from him has been filed since the 
hearing. This document declares that claimant was healthy before the war 
and is now a physical wreck, refers to some rheumatism, and the inference is 
drawn that the condition must result from war strain and exposure while a 
prisoner of war. Claimant’s medical files do not show any disability. sip 
' In this state of the record it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. The evidence of positive maltreatment is lacking, and I 
do not think it necessarily follows that the imprisonment claimant actually 
underwent, and that feared in anticipation, reacted injuriously upon his health. 
Claimant has failed to show a present disability resulting from maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 22, 1931. Commussioner. 
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CASE 2076--HARRY CLAYTON MacDONNELL 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R., Regimental Number 113427. 
He enlisted July 23, 1915, at the age of 25 years. He was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, suffering from shrapnel wound in the left shoulder, right knee, and the 
back of the right hand. He was repatriated to England through Denmark, 
December 31, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension but has an application 
pending before the Board. He is married and has one stepchild. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a railway brakeman, earning about $75.00 per 
month, and since his discharge has been a switchman on the C.N.R., earning 
an average of $38.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled 
to work in a coal mine for two years at a twelve hour day, being given tasks 
physically impossible to accomplish. He has developed rheumatism, bron- 
chitis, myocarditis, and suffers from neglected teeth and attacks of asthma. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant passed through Cologne and Stendal camps on his way to Merse- 
berg, where he spent the remaining period of his captivity. As to the two 
former camps he has no complaint, but at Merseberg he was compelled to work 
in the coal mines for over two years. For failing to do the required quantity 
of work he was thrown into jail, beaten and starved. The work assigned to 
the prisoners was beyond their power to accomplish, and they were continually 
beaten because they could not do it. He does not speak of much brutality 
to himself, but stresses the heavy and continuous work. His main complaint 
is that he suffers from rheumatism as a result of this treatment. with weak- 
ened digestion and some nervous trouble. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from bronchitis, myo- 
carditis, with attacks of asthma and rheumatism. His percentage of disability 
is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. W. J. O’Hara, who certifies to the foregoing, 
appeared before the Commission. The heart condition is quite definite, with 
attacks of cardiac asthma. Claimant’s medical history sheets contain a state- 
ment made by him upon repatriation, which bears out his testimony. 

Claimant’s case is not very strong as establishing disability resulting from 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. After a careful study of the record, 
I have, however, come to the conclusion that there is sufficient evidence to 
justify an award in his favour, particularly having regard to the period he was 
compelled to work in the coal mines. I would, accordingly, recommend a pay- 
ment to claimant of $500.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent 
per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2077—FREDERICK JAMES McMULLEN 


The claimant was a Lance Corporal in the 4th Canadian Mounted Rifles— 
Regimental number 109158. He enlisted in November, 1914, at the age of 25 
years. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, suffering from shrapnel wounds in 
the side, back and face. He escaped on October 8, 1917, and was repatriated 
to England on October 30, 1917. He was in receipt of pension, granted Feb- 
ruary, 1918, amounting to $5. 00 per month, which was discontinued in February, 
1919. Claimant has not reapplied. He is married and has one child. Prior to 
enlistment, claimant was a carpenter, earning about 40 cents an hour, and since 
his discharge has been employed in similar work, at a wage of 85 cents an hour, 
per 8-hour day. Claimant was decorated with ‘the Military Medal. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. While suffering from the 
effects of gas he received no medical attention and was compelled to work, and 
complains of inadequate food, confinement to cells. He suffers from depression 
as a consequence. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was in hospital at Courtrai and Duisburg for about two months 
In his testimony he complains that he did not receive proper medical attention, 
but in statement made upon repatriation (which is very detailed) he speaks 
most highly of the medical attention given him. He was sent to Friedrichsfeld 
camp, where he complains of beatings for not working as desired, because his 
wounds troubled him. In his original statement there is no mention of this. 
He speaks only of being required to do light work and has no complaints as to 
the treatment. Sent to Cassel and on various working parties claimant con- 
tinues to complain of physical abuse, as to which, however, his original state- 
ment is silent except as to one incident when he says he was hit on his wound, 
causing great pain. From a farm at Stokum, claimant made an unsuccessful 
attempt to escape, was given 28 days’ solitary confinement, and beaten by the 
guards. Again, his original statement makes no mention of the beating. He 
also testifies that he was beaten with a horsewhip at Stokum for failing to do 
the work required of him. There is not a word, in his original statement, of this 
incident. Other discrepancies appear between the statement referred to and 
claimant’s testimony, which seriously discount his credibility. He complains 
of ove aarti and pain from his wounds. When asked he also says his nerves 
are bad. 

There is little difficulty in reaching the conclusion, that claimant’s recital 
of his experiences in Germany has been greatly exaggerated. A comparison of 
his testimony with the statement made when these incidents were fresh in his 
mind is not favourable to his pretentions. Whatever disability he now suffers 
from his wounds, which were of service origin, is not a matter for this Com- 
mission. In my opinion, claimant has completely failed to make out a case of 
present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 7, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2079—JAMES CLEARY MacNEILL 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
28067. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 29 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suf- 
fering from gas. He was repatriated to England January 13, 1919. He is not 
in receipt of pension, but intends making application therefor. He is not mar- 
ried but expected to be in the fall. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
book-keeper, earning $100.00 per month, and since his discharge he rettinfetl 
this employment, and now earns about $175. 00 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
treatment while ill, bad food and being compelled to work at hard labour. 
When he refused to work, he was placed in solitary confinement without food 
or water. Is now subject to spells of depression. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was taken to Gottingen camp suffering from the effects of gas. 
It is his first complaint that he received no medical attention for this condition. 
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He was sent to Hueberg, where he remained for the duration of the war. He 
speaks of being beaten and put in cells for refusing to work. Generally he com- 
plains of being constantly driven when unable to work, inadequate food and 
lack of medical attention. There is really very little of abuse or hardship in 
his testimony. As a result of these experiences he has trouble with his stomach 
and head—severe headaches. He declares he is run down and depressed. 

The medical record indicates, in a very general manner, that claimant 
suffers from fits of depression. His percentage of disability is stated at 35 per 
cent and it is even stated that claimant may become indigent and dependent 
upon the Province. Dr. G. 8. Buck, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared 
before the Commission. His evidence, if anything, detracted from the findings 
contained in his certificate. He finds that claimant has improved in health 
and is unable to say clearly in what way the so-called fits of depression incapa- 
citate him. . 

Clearly, this case should not have been put before this Commission. The 
evidence of maltreatment is so general and vague, and the proof of disability 
so unconvincing, that claimant has quite failed to make out a case. If his 
health has been impaired through service—from the effects of gas—his recourse 
is not before this Commission. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2080—JAMES MILNE 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27977. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 37 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
suffering from gas. He was released to Holland in March, 1918, and repatri- 
ated to England on November 2 of that year. He is not in receipt of pension 
nor has he made application therefor. He was a widower at the time of enlist- 
ment and has one child now 22 years of age. He has since remarried. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as a gas fitter, earning about $10 a week, and is 
now employed by the City of Toronto, as a cleaner, at an average wage of $30 
per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to work in 
the salt mines, where the labour was long and arduous, the food poor and beat- 
ngs frequent. He now suffers from neurasthenia, chronic gastritis and haemor- 
rhoids. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant spent three years of his period of captivity in the ill-famed Beien- 
rode salt mines, under conditions of hardship, deprivation and cruelty with which 
we are familiar from the statements of other prisoners who had the misfortune 
to be sent there. (See case No. 1875). Claimant refers particularly to one 
incident, when he was hit on the head with a hammer in the hands of a guard. 
This was for reporting sick. Claimant refers to this period of captivity as 
nothing but slavery. He complains of bronchitis and a stomach condition result- 
ing from this treatment, and is also slightly deaf in one ear. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, chronic 
gastro-enteritis and haemorrhoids. His percentage of disability is stated at from 
30 per cent to 35 per cent. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who certifies to the fore- 
going, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files would 
appear to attribute his bronchial condition to the effects of gas, but infer that 
disability has resulted from “ exposure in the salt mines in Germany ”. 
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The lot of prisoners who spent time in the Beienrode salt mines has fre- 
quently been submitted to the Commission. The story told is one of constant 
cruelty and abuse, and as explained in Opinion annexed to the present report 
the fact of time spent at this camp is almost sufficient to justify an award. In 
the present case claimant has, I consider, shown disability resulting from his 
treatment at Beienrode and should receive an award. I would, accordingly, 
recommend a payment to him of $600, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 
per cent per annum, from the 10th day of January, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ortawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 2082—ROBERT GORDON McKAY 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
799556. He enlisted in January, 1916, at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 19, 1917, suffering from a gunshot wound in the left arm. He was 
repatriated to England on January 7, 1919. He is not in receipt of disability 
pension, but states he has made application therefor. He was married in Novem- 
ber, 1923, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was driver of a bread 
wagon at $12 per week, and since his discharge has been shipper in a wholesale 
house, at $27 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of insufficient food and 
insanitary living conditions, and that on one occasion he was knocked down 
by a guard with a rifle. He alleges a nervous condition and sleeplessness, also 
a swelling in the chest. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was confined in Fort Macdonald, at Lille, for some time after 
capture under conditions with which we are familiar. This appears to have 
been a measure of reprisal adopted by the Germans for alleged maltreatment of 
their own prisoners. Very little food was given the prisoners and they were 
compelled to work close to the lines of fire. Claimant was moved to a number 
of places as to which he is not very clear. On one occasion he fell down an 
open trap and injured his back, from which he still suffers. Claimant appears 
to have spent time at Friederichsfeld, Parchim and Wurzburg (sic) where he 
complains of the heavy work and inadequate food. He complains of the con- 
dition of his nerves and the injury to his back. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s medical history file shows nothing unusual, his last medi- 
cal board, upon discharge from the service, declaring all systems normal. In his 
file appears a statement, made by him upon repatriation, in which he stressed 
the lack of food and heavy labour imposed upon prisoners close behind the 
lines. 

In the absence of any medical evidence establishing disability, it is mani- 
festly impossible to reach a finding in claimant’s favour. He has failed to prove 
one of the elements necessary to an award. His recourse, if disability should 
be shown, will be before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, 


accordingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 
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CASE 2083—THOMAS JAMES NOON 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27384. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but suffer- 
ing from gas. He was repatriated to England December 31, 1918. He is not 
in receipt of pension, although he has an application now under consideration. 
He was married February 7, 1918, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed as an automobile mechanic, averaging from $15 to $25 per week 
and since his discharge is employed as a locomotive fireman, now earning about 
$30 per week although it goes as high as $50 per week when he is in steady 
employment. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to work 
in the salt mines where he suffered from blows, exposure, hard labour and starva- 
tion. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant, after 3 months at Gottingen camp, where the treatment was rough, 
found himself sent, by way of Celle-lager, to the ill-famed salt mines at Beien- 
rode where he remained 43 months. We are familiar with the cruel and harsh 
treatment meted out to prisoners at this camp. (See Case No. 1875) He was 
punished by being tied to posts, as were others, working underground and was 
struck across the throat with a pick handle by a guard. He lost the power of 
speech for 6 months and still speaks in a noticeably hoarse whisper. He speaks 
of other incidents of abuse, but, as these have left no permanent disability, he 
does not regard them as of any importance. He suffers from his stomach, which 
he attributes to the poor food conditions. Claimant is corroborated by other 
prisoners who have appeared before the Commission. 

-The medical record indicates that claimant has sustained a rupture of the 
larynx, resulting in loss of voice, and suffers from chronic bronchitis. His per- 
centage of disability is stated at 10 per cent in his own calling and at 25 per cent 
in the general labour market. Dr. F. A. Adams, who certifies to the foregoing, 
appeared before the Commission. In his testimony he expresses the opinion 
that the throat condition resulted from a blow and bases this opinion upon the 
history of the case and his own observations. He also speaks of bronchitis and a 
stomach condition as disablements from which claimant suffers. Claimants 
medical history files disclose nothing unusual. 

As I have said in other cases arising out of imprisonment in the salt mines, 
it is surprising that men came through their experiences as well as they did. 
The treatment was brutal, violent and cruel and I have no hesitation in finding, 
in this case, that claimant was subjected to maltreatment which has resulted in 
permanent disability to him. (See opinion annexed to the present report). 
Having regard to all the circumstances, | would recommend a payment to 
claimant of $700.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 2, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2085—PETER COMISTON NICOLSON 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27936. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 31 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the Second Battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from 
gas. He was repatriated to England December 31, 1918. He is not in receipt 
of disability pension. He lately made an unsuccessful application therefor and 
states that he proposes to lodge an appeal. The grounds of his application were 
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eyesight and bronchitis. He is married, but has no children. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed by the National Cash Register Co. as a repair man, at a salary 
of $18.00 per week, and since his discharge has been in the employ of the Ontario 
Government as a gardener at Mimico Hospital, at a salary of $1,125.00 per 
annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being made to work 
in the salt mines, of being beaten and abused, refused medical attention and 
starved. He states that he is suffering from a bronchial condition, and that his 
eyesight has been impaired by the glare of the salt mine and the gases generated 
by. blasting. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Gottingen camp where he complains of a beating for 
refusing to work. A worse fate awaited claimant however. He was sent to the 
notorious Beienrode salt mines, where he remained for 35 years. Here he was 
subjected to brutality with which we are familiar from the statements of other 
prisoners. (see Case No. 1875) He was beaten and on one occasion hit over the 
head with a fishplate. Suffering from boils or salt sores—he had 16 at one time— 
he was denied medical attention and compelled to continue working. As a result 
of his experiences he declared that his eyesight has been impaired due to the 
glare in the mines and that he suffers from bronchitis which he attributes to the 
fumes in the mines, against which he was given no protection. He suffers also 
from his stomach. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis, 
and that his eyesight is impaired. His percentage of disability is stated at 100: 
per cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. 
C. A. McClenaghan, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical files refer to a neurasthenic condition. 

As I have had occasion to say, in other cases coming from the Beienrode 
salt mines, it is surprising that the sum total of claimant’s disabilities are not 
greater, after 34 years imprisonment at that camp. The general testimony bear- 
ing upon conditions at Beienrode overwhelmingly establishes almost unbelievable 
cruelty and brutality on the part of the guards. I find evidence in this record of 
maltreatment which I consider has contributed to claimant’s loss of health. I 
would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him of $600.00, with interest there- 
on, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of pay- 


ment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2086—FRANK O’DONOHUE 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 9944. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering slightly 
from gas. He was repatriated to England November 18, 1918, having been pre- 
viously released to Holland in April of that year. He is not in receipt of pension, 
but has made application therefor. He was married May 7, 1919, and has no 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as cabinet maker with a piano 
factory, earning up to $8 per day, and since his discharge worked at various 
occupations, averaging from $4.00 to $6.00 per day, but has not worked for the 
past five years. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings, lack 
of medical attention for boils, punishment parades and general abuse. 

41429133 


196 REPARATIONS, 1930-31 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant does not complain of maltreatment at Giessen, where he spent 8 
months, nor at Saltau or Lichtenhorst where he was next sent for short periods. 
At Hestenmoor, he complains of the enforced exercise of parading for hours 
at a time as a punishment for refusing to volunteer to work. Denial of parcels 
and poor food are the only other complaints at this camp. Next sent on a 
working party out of Saltau, his feet were injured by being forced to wear 
wooden clogs. Claimant suffered from boils, but the only treatment received 
was to be beaten with belts to break the boils. His finger became infected 
and because he could not work with it in that condition, he was hit with the 
butt of a rifle and had several teeth knocked out. Outside of bronchial asthma 
and some sinus trouble, claimant admits that he has no particular disability. 

The medical record discloses that claimant suffers from asthma and sinus 
trouble—right side. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent in his 
own calling. The physician (name indecipherable) who certifies to the fore- 
going, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files 
disclose nothing unusual, all systems being declared to have been normal upon 
discharge from the service. Claimant states that his bronchial condition was 
not present when he was repatriated to England. 

It is obviously impossible to find in claimant’s favour in this case. Not 
only is the medical evidence unsatisfactory, but claimant has not shown that 
his present condition results from any ill treatment received whilst a prisoner. 
The asthma may or may not have originated in Germany, and I do not find the 
evidence as to the loss of teeth convincing. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is else- 
where. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2087—GEORGE HOMER PATTERSON 


The claimant was a Private in the Princess Patricia Canadian Light Infantry 
Battalion—Regimental No. 475984. He enlisted July 22, 1915, at the age of 22 
years. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, suffering from gunshot wounds in 
the left arm and wrist, also had a sligh ttouch of gas from liquid fire. He was 
repatriated to England November 8, 1918, having been exchanged to Holland 
in May of that year. He is in receipt of a 20% disability pension, amounting 
to $23.00 per month for himself and family, based on the wound in the left 
shoulder. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as an Accountant with the 
Calgary Gas Company, at a salary of $1,300.00 per annum, and since his dis- 
charge has-held various positions, ranging from $2,100.00 per annum to $40.00 
per week at present, being commissions as a salesman. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had 
to work in a gas plant for two years handling hot tar, shovelling coal, etc., and 
being punished by long solitary confinement for attempting to escape, with 
resultant damage to his health—his nerves, heart and eyesight being affected. 

~ An analysis of the evidence reveals:— | 


After being wounded, claimant lay for several days in the field, was finally 
brought in and his wound dressed. Eventually the condition of his wound 
becoming aggravated, through lack of early attention, he was operated upon by 
a German surgeon. The treatment was of the best and claimant has no com- 
plaint as to the medical attention he received while in Germany. He was taken 
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to Stuttgart, No. 2 camp, where he remained during his entire period of 
captivity. In company with three other prisoners he attempted to escape, was 
recaptured and placed in solitary confinement. His complaint is that the 
conditions of this confinement were sq severe and the sentences imposed upon 
him by court martial for the attempted escape were so unreasonable that his 
health has suffered. After serving 14 days, the punishment given him, he was 
compelled to remain in cells for a further protracted period (8 months) under 
conditions of sanitation which are described as filthy and inhuman. He was 
again tried, apparently for the same offence (which is stated to have been 
mutiny) and sentenced to 7 months, which, however, he did not serve. The 
apprehension of serving this sentence, which remained hanging over his head, 
in view of his previous experience in cells, was intense, and he alleges that the 
mental suffering entailed has affected his heart and nervous system very 
seriously with consequent reduction in his earning ability. He received no 
physical abuse at Stuttgart camp and declares that he saw none. The statement 
of claim, as indicated, asserts maltreatment in the work claimant was called 
upon to do, but at the hearing his complaint was confined to the mental strain 
of his confinement, and threatened incarceration under court martial. 


The medical record discloses that apart from the disability to his arm, in 
regard to which he is receiving pension, claimant is suffering chiefly from his 
nerves, manifested by an inability to concentrate. His medical history sheets 
do not indicate any complaint by claimant on this score, nor does any diagnosis 
appear which would establish a disability on this head of claim. The medical 
affidavits filed in support of his claim give him a disability of approximately 
25%, without however clearly distinguishing between his service disability and 
incapacity resulting from his experience as a prisoner of war. It is worthy of 
note that on his military file appears the statement, presumably made by claim- 
ant, that he was well treated in Germany. 

Claimant undoubtedly suffered great mental strain due to his unfair 
imprisonment but I do not consider that this can be said to have caused him 
permanent disability or that the treatment can be regarded as maltreatment 
within the meaning of the reparation sections of the Treaty of Versailles. 
Viewing all the circumstances, I am of opinion that claimant’s disability, if any, 
results from general conditions and is properly a matter for the consideration 
of the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be 


disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 2038—STANLEY EDWARD PARKER 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27528. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 22 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second Battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from 
gas. He was released to Holland in June, 1918, and was repatriated to England 
March 6, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension, but has made application 
therefor. He is married and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a mechanic, earning $20.00 per week, as a boy, and since his 
discharge he has been employed as an automobile mechanic, earning from 
$25.00 to $30.00 per week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 


has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being made to work 
in the salt mines, beatings, starvation, heavy labour and general abuse. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:—- 

Claimant was unfortunate in being selected to serve time in the notorious 
Beienrode salt mines. He spent three years there and tells the familiar story 
of cruelty, brutality and physical violence recounted by other prisoners in the 
same camp. (See Case No. 1875.) After a short sojourn at Gottingen and 
Celle-lager, at the latter of which he was tied to a post for two hours with his 
heels clear of the ground, facing the sun without a cap, he reached Beienrode. 
Here he was repeatedly beaten, hit over the head, with resultant damage to his 
hearing, and sent to prison in Cologne for thirty days. He received no medical 
treatment and was suffering from starvation and salt sores. Claimant complains 
chiefly of his hearing and of a body rash which still breaks out periodically. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from severe eczema 
over a large part of the body, and deafness. His percentage of disability is rated 
at from 40 per cent to 50 per cent. Dr. O. K. Thomson, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files show 
“all systems normal” upon discharge from the service. 

Claimant appears to have come through his experiences in the salt mines 
with surprisingly little disability. There is, however, evidence of some disability 
now present, which, for the reasons given in Opinion annexed to the present 
report, I consider may be ascribed to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. 
Searcely without exception, claimants coming from these salt mines bear the 
marks, mental and physical, of their experiences. I would, accordingly, recom- 
mend a payment to claimant of $600, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 2089—ERNEST ALBERT PAY 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27596. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 30 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
slightly gassed. He was released to Holland in March, 1918, and repatriated 
to England October 4 of that year. He was in receipt of a small pension, 
amounting to $7 per month, based on neurasthenia but this was discontinued 
August 31, 1920. He has applied for reinstatement. He was married at the 
time of enlistment and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he followed the 
trade of carpenter earning about 45 cents per hour, and is still engaged in this 
trade, earning an average of about $35 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to 
work for long hours in the silver mines, starvation diet, given impossible tasks, 
received beatings, exposed to cold, lack of fuel and clothing, all resulting in 
heart and nerve trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, where he complains only of the 
food. Sent to the mines at Laurenberg, for 3 months, for refusing to work, he 
was beaten, but with no resultant disability. Returned to Giessen, claimant was 
then sent to Lichtenhorst, and thence to Hestenmoor. He does not complain of 
physical abuse but speaks of the long hours of punishment drill meted out to 
the prisoners. Sent to Hameln and Grossenmoor, claimant received some, if little, 
medical attention for a heart condition which was troubling him. As an N.C.O., 


MALTREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR 199 


he appears to have escaped much of the brutality to which other prisoners were 
exposed, and the disabilities from which he now suffers may be said to be 
consequent upon general camp life and deprivation. Claimant declares that he 
has sinus trouble, an ulcerated stomach and that his nerves are bad. He admits 
that his condition has improved. 

The medicad records indicate that claimant suffers from endocarditis, nerve 
shock, chronic rhinitis and slight deafness. His percentage of disability is stated 
at 20 per cent. Dr. D. A. Mackay, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared 
before the Commission. It is his opinion that claimant-is not greatly ineapaci- 
tated, but is highly nervous. Claimant’s medical files show some hospitalization 
for neurasthenia debility in 1918. 

In view of the general nature of claimant’s present condition, with com- 
paratively little disability, I do not consider that he has succeeded in showing 
that maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war was the originating cause. Without 
venturing a finding that he is presently disabled, I regard his case as one entirely 
for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim is, 
accordingly, disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
| Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2090—WILLIAM PARKER 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27530. He enlisted in 1914 at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 23, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering 
from gas. He was repatriated to England on January 1, 1919. He is not in 
receipt of disability pension and states that he does not intend to apply there- 
for. Prior to enlistment, he was a cotton spinner earning $1.25 per day, and 
since his discharge has been in the employ of the same knitting company, as a 
machinist, at a salary of $18 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of frequent beatings 
at the salt mines, insufficient food and general abuse. He alleges a nervous 
condition and chest and stomach trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

After a short stay at Gottingen camp, claimant was sent, via Celle-lager, to 
the ill-famed Beienrode salt mines, where he remained for the period of his 
captivity. He tells a story of long hours, heavy work, constant brutality and 
beatings with which we have grown familiar from the statements of other 
prisoners in this camp. (See Case No. 1875). No medical treatment was given 
claimant for numerous attacks of salt poisoning which developed into boils, and 
he contends that he still suffers from recurring attacks of boils. He complains 
of his nerves, his stomach, bronchitis, and generally lowered power of resistance. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers a bronchial affection and 
is susceptible to recurring boils. His percentage of disability is stated at 75 per 
cent in his own calling, and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. 
C. I. Scott, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commis- 
sion. . Claimant’s medical files show nothing unusual, his last medical board, 
upon discharge from the service, declaring all systems normal. 

Claimant is fortunate in coming through his experiences in the notorious 
salt mines without greater disability. As stated in Opinion annexed to the 
present report, it requires very little corroborative evidence of maltreatment by 
claimant, to justify a finding in his favour, once he has established that he 


200 REPARATIONS, 1930-31 


spent time at Beienrode. The conditions were so harsh, the labour required so 
exacting, and the treatment accorded so cruel, that I have no hesitation in find- 
ing in claimant’s favour. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him 
of $600, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from the 
10th day of January, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. 


CASE 2091—ALFRED WALTER PEAGRAM 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier serving as a Lance Corporal with 
the Machine Gun Corps—Regimental No. 99780. He came to Canada to reside 
in August, 1912, and at the outbreak of war he returned to England and enlisted 
there, on December 10, 1915, at the age of 25 years. In his evidence he gives 
the date of his birth as September 10, 1897, which would make him 18 years at 
the time of enlistment. He was taken prisoner on the Cambrai Front March 
21, 1918, unwounded. He was released November 11, 1918, and made his way 
back to England through Belgium, arriving December 6, 1918. He was in receipt 
of an Imperial pension of 40 per cent disability, which he commuted June 23, 
1921, for the sum of $434.19. This pension was based on chronic gastritis. Was 
married August 4, 1913, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a clothing salesman, earning about $20 per week, and since his 
return to Canada he has been employed with a clothing concern and is now 
store manager, earning $45 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He states that he was not sent 
to a prison camp in Germany but was detained behind the lines near Cambrai. 
Here they were wakened every morning with horsewhips. Were forced to work 
in different places unloading barges. Became weak through starvation, and was 
covered with boils but was refused medical attention. Refused to unload a can- 
non from a railroad truck and was beaten with a whip made of wire. He was 
struck in the face with this and still carries the scar. Developed stomach 
trouble from which he still suffers, and has tuberculosis. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was a prisoner for 8 months only, but went through very harrow- 
ing experiences. His testimony bears out the treatment set out in his statement 
of claim. In addition he has shown that food was very scarce and the prisoners 
were the last to receive anything. They were even beaten for attempting to 
get food offered them by the civilian population. After three months of this 
treatment behind Courtrai, claimant was sent to Denain on similar work. Con- 
ditions were equally bad and claimant was again beaten with wire whips. He 
still bears on his face the scar of a blow received at this time. Later, at St. 
Amant, the same treatment was meted out to claimant and other prisoners. He 
describes himself, at this time, as a living skeleton. The lot of prisoners made 
to work behind the lines was most unfortunate and there is evidence to show 
that they were in the last stages of collapse and exhaustion when sent on to 
-prison camps. Claimant alleges that these experiences have resulted in gastric 
trouble and tuberculosis, and that he is greatly incapacitated in his work. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from pulmonary tuber- 
culosis. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. J. 8. Green, 
who certifies to the foregoing, has supplemented his original certificate with a 
detailed report. He finds pulmonary tuberculosis of both lungs, moderately. 
advanced, which diagnosis is confirmed by an X-ray examination. The con- 
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dition is apparently arrested but constitutes a constant menace to claimant. 
The stomach condition has greatly improved and is no longer a major 
disablement. | 

Although a prisoner for so short a time, it is beyond question that claimant 
was subjected to a very cruel form of maltreatment. Made to work at tasks 
which assisted the enemy, and deliberately starved, it is not surprising that his 
health gave out. I regard this case as one involving maltreatment with quite 
definite resultant disability. Having regard to all the circumstances, I would 
recommend a payment to claimant of $1,000 with interest thereon, at the rate 
of 5 per cent per annum, from the 10th day of January, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Ortrawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 2092—GORDON JAMES PRICE 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27532. He enlisted in 1914 at the age of 25 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but states that he 
was gassed. He was repatriated to England on January aie 1919. He 1s not 
in receipt of pension, and states that he does not propose to apply therefor. He 
was married in June, 1920, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was a 
structural steel draughtsman, at a salary of $125.00 per month, and he is now 
similarly employed, with the Dominion Bridge Company, at a salary of $365.00: 
per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment. which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains he was struck with a 
rifle butt and a coal shovel when he refused to work, also that the farm work 
he was later compelled to do was so heavy that he strained his back. He states. 
further that he contracted rheumatism through becoming wet at his work and 
there being no drying facilities nor change of clothing, and, that while suffering 
from an attack of influenza in 1918, he received no medical attention, with the 
result that his lungs have been weakened. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp, where he complains only of 
the food. Sent to the salt mines at Salsted, he remained only two weeks, due to 
an attack of boils. He was beaten for refusing to work and sent back to Got- 
tingen. After a short stay here, claimant was sent to a farm, where he remained 
for about two years. The work was heavy but the treatment was fair. He 
complains that he injured his back, carrying heavy sacks of grain and still 
suffers therefrom. Transferred to Cassel, and thence to a lumber camp, where 
he spent a winter, he complains that he contracted rheumatism from working 
in the wet, without change of clothing and no heat in barracks. Sent to a saw- 
mill, he contracted flu and remained in bed for a month, without any medical 
attention, to which he attributes a chest and lung condition. 

The medical evidence is very general. Certificate of Dr. M. E. Reid is 
filed, declaring claimant to be suffering from chronic cough, with disability 
stated at 20 per cent in his own calling and 50 per cent in the general labour 
market. Dr. N. A. Parr also filed a certificate to the effect that claimant suffers 
from recurrent bronchitis. Claimant’s medical files show nothing unusual. All 
systems were declared normal, upon examination, at time of discharge from the 
service. 


202 REPARATIONS, 1930-31 


The medical evidence makes no reference to any injury to claimant’s back 
nor to any rheumatic condition. It is impossible to say, from the record, that 
claimant’s bronchial and possible chest condition are the result of maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. I would regard these ailments as of general origin, 
and may possibly give rise to a claim for pension. As far as this Commission 
is concerned, the claim fails and is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
OrrawA, December 7, 19381. 


CASE 2093—EDWARD RODGERS 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27422. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 34 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but 
suffering from gas. He was released to Holland in March, 1918, and was repa- 
triated to England on October 24 of that year. He was in receipt of pension, 
amounting to $18.00 per month, based on peritonitis, but this was discontinued. 
He has no application pending for reinstatement. He was a widower at the 
time of enlistment and had three children now all of age. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed as a linesman with the Hydro-Electric, earning $27.00 a week, 
and is now with the same company earning $41.00 a week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of general abuse, being 
compelled to stand at attention for hours and non-receipt of parcels, as well as 
lack of medical attention. He developed bronchitis as a result of exposure. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp, where, suffering from hydro- 
cele, the only attention he received from the doctor was a kick, which aggravated 
his condition. This condition was present to some extent before enlistment. He 
did receive some, if little attention for this trouble, and was finally operated 
upon in Holland. Claimant admits that now this condition does not disable 
him. At Gottingen and Cassel, as an N.C.O. he was not compelled to work, 
but was made to stand at attention for long hours and received some rough 
treatment. Sent to Bohinte, the treatment was harsher, the prisoners being at 
the mercy of a particularly brutal officer, one Meuller. Claimant could get no 
medical attention, was made to stand out in all weather and generally was 
knocked about. He speaks also of having been hit in the mouth by a German 
soldier, and lost two teeth. He confines his complaint to a chest condition from 
which he suffers. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s medical files show some hospitalization in England for 
appendicitis and debility. An ear condition also appears in the records, but 
claimant makes no mention of this. 

In this state of the record—there being no medical evidence—I am of 
opinion that claimant has failed to establish a present disability resulting from 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His recourse, if any, is before the Board 
of Pension Commissioners. The chest condition of which he complains, if 
proven, would be the result of general conditions of camp life in Germany. The 
claims must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
OtTrawa, December 7, 1931. 
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CASE 2094—-WILLIAM RUSS 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 15th Battalicon—Regimental number 
27146. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 29 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was 
released to Holland i in March, 1918, and was repatriated to England November 
18 of that year. He is in receipt of a 25 per cent disability pension, amounting 
to $35.00 per month for himself and family based on bronchitis and emphysema. 
He was married March 15, 1919, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed as a bookbinder by the T. Eaton Company, at a wage of $10.00 
per week, and since his discharge was given vocational training, returned for a 
time to the T. Eaton Co., and is now employed as a labourer with the City of 
Toronto, at $30.00 per week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of an injury to his 
wrist, caused by being struck with a staff of wood. Suffers ‘from a bronchial 
condition and emphysema, caused by the living conditions and exposure while 
held prisoner. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp. The only adler of physical 
abuse of which he speaks occurred here; he was struck on the wrist by a sentry 
who caught him purchasing rations from a Russian prisoner. The wrist was 
injured, but claimant does not now suffer much, if any, disability therefrom. 
At Cassel, Langensalza and Bohinte camps claimant has no complaint of par- 
ticular maltreatment, except as to food and long periods of punishment drill 
and standing to attention. He complains chiefly of a bronchial condition with 
some disability to the wrist.. The complaint is general, poor food and exposure 
being the main features. 
~The medical record indicates the presence of an old fracture of the tip of 
the right radius and that claimant suffers from bronchitis. His percentage of 
disability is stated at 100 per cent in his own calling and at 25 per cent in the 
general labour market. Dr. S. G. Parker, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files deal with his chest 
condition, which apparently has shown some improvement. It is for this con- 
dition that claimant receives pension. 


The injury to claimant’s wrist, as far as I can ascertain, does not result in 
disability. His bronchial condition cannot be said to result from any particular 
maltreatment and is more a consequence of general camp conditions. I do not 
regard the case as one properly for this Commission. The claim must, accord- 
ingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
, | Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 2096—OLIVER JOSEPH SHERBOURNE 


The claimant was a Private in the 14th Battalion—Regimental number 
26603. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 18 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from shell 
shock. He was repatriated to England November 18, 1918. He was in receipt 
of disability pension of $6.00 per month, based on “debility,” but it was dis- 
continued in February, 1920. He states that a fresh application has been filed. 
He was married in 1921 and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed by Gordon Mackay & Co., at a wage of $15.00 per week, and since 
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his discharge has been in the employ of the Toronto Hydro for 10 years, at a 
salary of $35.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment. 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
struck and wounded in the arm by a guard and received no medical attention, 
was beaten and made to work in water on the moors, was starved and subjected 
to general abuse. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp. For refusing to work in an ore 
mine, he was beaten with rifle butts and injured in the arm by a miner’s lamp, 
the hook penetrating to the bone. He received no medical attention for this 
injury. Removed to Lichtenhorst, he has no complaints, but at Bradenmoor, 
working on draining the moors, he complains of the hard work and exposure. 
He made an unsuccessful attempt to escape, was beaten upon recapture and con- 
fined to cells for two weeks. Another attempt to escape from a farm earned 
claimant similar treatment. At a small camp out of Saltau (Lorop sic), the 
sergeant-major in charge was particularly brutal. Suffering from dysentery, in 
a cell, lying on the floor, he was kicked repeatedly by this sergeant-major. 
Claimant was so weak that he fainted, while hoeing potatoes, at a farm he was 
then sent to. He complains generally of his mental and physical condition. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chornic bronchitis, 
nervous debility and deficient hearing—right ear. His percentage of disability 
is stated at 60 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. T. B. Edmison, who 
certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission. He confirms his 
certificate and finds claimant’s chief trouble to be his stomach and nervous con- 
dition. He speaks highly of claimant and finds him markedly debilitated. 
Claimant’s medical history files show debility which may or may not have 
resulted from shell shock. 

As far as claimant’s defective hearing is concerned, this may be attributable 
to shell shock from which he was suffering when captured. His remaining 
disabilities are quite general, but I think the evidence will support a finding 
that they are, in part at least, due to maltreatment to which he was subjected 
whilst a prisoner of war. Viewing all the circumstances, I would recommend 
a payment to claimant of $500.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ottawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2097—JAMES WILLIAM SINCLAIR 


The claimant was a Private in the 8rd Battalion—Regimental number 
9719. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken pris- 
oner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a gun- 
shot wound in the right leg and gas. He was repatriated to England January 
1, 1919, after having spent a week in hospital in Denmark. He is in receipt of 
a 10 per cent disability pension, amounting to $15.00 per month for himself 
and family, based on the wound in his right leg and superimposed Psycho- 
neurosis. Prior to enlistment he was employed at truck driving, earning $18.00 
per week and he is now employed as a labourer with the Consumers Gas Com- 
pany, at $27.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled 
to work in the coal mines where he was beaten up on two occasions, once with 
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a rubber hose and butts of rifles and had his arm knocked out of joint. Was 
sent to the salt mines and beaten because he was unable to work and was 
taken to hospital. Now suffers from nervous disorders. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Roulers, and then to Magdeburg, where he 
was in hospital for about a year. He complains of being operated on for the 
removal of bone from his arm, without anaesthetic, and speaks of the treat- 
ment in hospital as persistent cruelty. He was sent to Altongrabow, where he 
was placed on light duty. For falling, he was beaten, resulting in blood poison- 
ing of his wounded arm and was in hospital for nine months. The treatment 
in hospital was better. Upon discharge he was sent to a coal mine and for 
attempting to escape, was beaten and transferred to salt mines near Merse- 
berg. He was here 7 or 8 months and was beaten for failing to work. He com- 
plains of injuries to his eyes, his wounded arm and declares that his nerves 
are seriously affected, with some stomach trouble. 

The medical record indicates that claimant shows evidences of a gun- 
shot wound in right leg, below the knee, that he suffers from nervous debility, 
causing headaches and affecting his speech. His percentage of disability is 
stated at 20 per cent in his own calling and at 40 per cent in the general labour 
market. Dr. C. M. Murray, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files speak of a nervous condi- 
tion, but show that upon discharge from the service, claimant was apparently 
normal. 

Claimant has not, I consider, succeeded in showing that lack of medical 
treatment in Germany caused any aggravation of the disability resulting from 
his wounds. He has, however, proven treatment which has had an unfavour- 
able repercussion upon his nervous system—treatment which went beyond 
what was fair and reasonable—and which I regard as constituting maltreat- 
ment in the sense of the reparation clauses of the Treaty of Versailles. As 
always, it is difficult to measure the pecuniary damage caused, but I would 
recommend a payment to claimant of $800.00, with interest thereon, at the rate 
of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2098—THOMAS WILLIAM SPALDING 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27259. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 19 years. He was taken pris- 
oner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but states 
that he was gassed. He was repatriated to England January 1, 1919. He is 
not in receipt of a disability pension, but has an application pending. He is 
unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was a shipping clerk in a wholesale produce 
warehouse at $7 per week, and since his discharge has been employed succes- 
sively by the Ford Motor Company at $40.00 per week, and the Goodyear Tire 
and Rubber Company at $25.00 per week, and more recently has had various 
occupations, painting and decorating on his own account, and earning approxi- 
mately $25.00 per week. For some time past he has been out of work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that the acids gener- 
ated in the salt mines in which he worked for three and a half years loosened 
his teeth, all of which had to be extracted on his return to Canada. He also 
complains that the conditions in which he worked have given rise to stomach 
trouble and headaches, rendering it necessary for him to engage in outside work 
only. . . 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp, as to which he has no com- 
plaints. He was then sent to the salt mines at Beienrode, via Saltau, where he 
remained for 34 years, working underground under conditions of brutality and 
cruelty with which we are familiar. He does not say much as to physical abuse 
to himself, referring only to one incident when he was badly beaten by the 
civilian guards for not working fast enough. He complains that the acids in the 
mine affected and loosened his teeth, necessitating their extraction upon his 
return to Canada. He also complains bitterly of the food conditions, with 
resultant damage to his digestive system. He moreover, attributes severe head- 
aches to his experiences in the salt mines. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from pains and cramps 
in the stomach, fullness and distress after eating, exudation of gas. His per- 
centage of disability is stated at 100 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per 
cent in the general labour market. Dr. Forbes Godfrey, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. It would have been desirable 
to have some explanation of the high degree of disability stated. Claimant’s 
medical history files show nothing unusual, all systems being declared normal 
upon discharge from the service. 

There does not appear to be any basis in fact for the percentage of dis- 
ability given this claimant. He appeared in good health before the Commis- 
sion, and, were it not that he had spent so long a period in the salt mines I 
would not allow the claim. Knowing what we do about this ill-famed camp, 
and, having regard to awards made to other prisoners who were unfortunate 
enough to spend their period of captivity there, I am inclined to give claimant 
the benefit of the doubt and to find that he has suffered some disability resulting 
from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. I would, according, recommend a 
payment to him of $600.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 2099—DONALD SUTHERLAND 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 75th Battalion—Regimental number 
805649. He enlisted March 29, 1916, at the age of 20 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 9, 1917, suffering from gunshot wounds in the arm and leg. He 
was repatriated to England December 26, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension 
but has an application pending. He was married in June, 1928, and has no 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as an automobile mechanic, at a 
wage of $17.00 per week, and since his discharge he resumed the same employ- 
ment, and now earns $30.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of work close behind 
the lines, unnecessary extraction of teeth, confinement to cells. | 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was a prisoner for about 20 months. After some hospitalization 
at Douai, where the treatment was fair, he was confined in Fort McDonald for 
a few days and was then compelled, with other prisoners, to work behind the 
German lines, on the Vimy front, digging gun pits and carrying ammunition. 
Under shell fire from our own guns, working at night with scarcely any food, 
the conditions were very harsh} beatings frequent, and the work heavy. This 
continued until December 1917 when claimant was removed to Friedrichsfeld and 
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thence to Dulmen. Apart from the cold, poor food, claimant has no complaint 
at this camp. He was then sent to Gustrow, where he was compelled to work 
on the railway, long hours and very heavy work. He was beaten on one occa- 
sion but sustained no permanent injury. He complains of rheumatism and his 
stomach with some nervousness as resulting from these experiences. He also 
speaks of having six teeth extracted unnecessarily while a prisoner. It appears 
that he was suffering from a face eruption and a part of the treatment consisted 
in extracting the teeth. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has lost six teeth, suffers from 
articular rheumatism, neurasthenia and bilious attacks, with signs of gastric 
ulcer. His percentage of disability is stated at 75 per cent in his own calling. 
Dr. W. K. Fenton, who certifices to the foregoing, appeared before the Com- 
mission. He confirms his certificate, but is unable to specify the cause or origin 
of claimant’s condition; declares that the rheumatic condition has improved. 

The complaints which claimant puts forward are quite general, but from 
other evidence of conditions applying to men made to work close behind the lines, 
I am convinced that claimant received treatment which must be regarded as cruel 
and oppressive and that his health has suffered. Viewing the case as a whole, I 
am of opinion that there is sufficient evidence of maltreatment followed by dis- 
ability to justify a finding in claimant’s favour. I would, accordingly, recom- 
mend a payment to him of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent 
per annum, from the 10th of January, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2100—JOSEPH SMITH 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
_ 27652. He enlisted in 1914 at the age of 19 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second Battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated to 
England on November 18, 1918, from Holland. He is not in receipt of a 
disability pension, but states he has an application pending. He was married in 
August, 1920, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was a tailor, earning 
$15.00 per week, and since his discharge has followed the same occupation, at a 
salary of $32.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of frequent severe beatings 
and blows, starvation and general abuse. He alleges stomach and heart trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, where he served 3 months in jail 
for refusing to work and declares that he was beaten whilst so confined and 
even hit across the jaw by an officer, with his revolver. While no permanent 
injuries have resulted therefrom he complains that his heart was affected by the 
abuse and strain. Sent to Bohinte, made to work upon irrigation canals, he 
speaks of the conditions of labour and exposure as extremely harsh. At an iron 
foundry, he was beaten for not working and was put in hospital and excused all 
work, due to his debilitated condition. From Hameln camp he was repatriated 
to Holland. He complains of his heart and stomach as constituting his chief 
disabilities resulting from the foregoing experiences. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. His last 
medical Board, upon discharge from the service, declares all systems normal. 
* There is no record of any hospitalization. 
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Consideration of this record provokes the view that claimant, in common 
with others, regards this Commission as a step in an application for pension, 
and that he hopes by means of a favourable decision here to fortify his pension 
application. Quite apart from the fact that there is no medical evidence to sup- 
port his case, I would not be inclined to say that he had established the con- 
nexity between whatever disability he may now have and maltreatment whilst 
a prisoner of war. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. | Commissioner. 


CASE 2101—THOMAS HENRY SHEAHAN 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 
9827. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 26 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but 
states that he was suffering from a touch of gas. He was repatriated to Eng- 
land on November 23, 1918. He is in receipt of a 100 per cent disability pension 
amounting to $75 per month, based on ‘“‘ tuberculosis lung”. He is unmarried. 
Prior to enlistment, he was a glass leveller, earning from 30 to 35 cents per 
hour, and from 1922 to 1928 he was employed by the Toronto Transportation 
Commission, at a salary of approximately $35 per week. He has been unable 
to work for the last 3 years, but states that his position in the Toronto Trans- 
portation Commission is being held for him until he is able to return to it. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that for some two years 
he was compelled to do heavy work at marsh reclamation, which necessitated 
his standing up to his knees in water at all times, and that there was no oppor- 
tunity of a change of clothing. He alleges that these conditions, combined with 
insufficient food, induced his present condition of health. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, where he speaks of the treat- 
ment as fair. For refusing to work he was given three weeks in barracks. Sent 
to Lichtenhorst, thence to Langemoor, he has no complaint as to the former 
camp, but speaks of conditions at the latter as very bad—heavy farm work 
and exposure. He was not physically brutalized at any time, but complains 
chiefly of having to work in water at Harsum, over a period of two years. 
There was no change of clothing and he was continually wet. To this experi- 
ence he attributes his present condition of advanced tuberculosis. 

The medical record discloses that claimant suffers from pulmonary tuber- 
culosis. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent by Drs. V. A. 
McDonough and Wm. P. Sharge. Neither of these doctors appeared before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical history files confirm the diagnosis quite 
definitely. 

There is no doubt as to claimant’s present unfortunate state of health. 
While inferentially his tubercular condition might be ascribed to the work he 
was called upon to do as a prisoner of war, I do not consider that this neces- 
sarily follows. Claimant’s earlier medical records do not indicate this malady, 
the nervous system only being shown to be affected. The inference that tuber- 
culosis was of post war origin is equally open. With the greatest of sympathy 
for claimant, I am compelled to find that he has not succeeded in showing that 
his present condition results from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His 
recourse is properly before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim 


must, accordingly, be disallowed. 
EHRROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Ottawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2102—ROY STAMPS 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27541. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 24 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gas 
poisoning. He was repatriated to England December 24, 1918. Up to Sep- 
tember 15, 1919, he was in receipt of disability pension, based on bronchitis 
and debility, but it was discontinued on that date. He was married on June 30, 
1921, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was a steel engraver, at a 
salary of $15 to $18 per week, and is still similarly employed, at a salary of 
$30 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he suffers from 
bronchitis, rheumatism, and stomach trouble, induced by bad working and 
unsanitary living conditions, and lack of proper food. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent 5 or 6 months at Gottingen camp. The treatment was not 
bad; he was taken down with diptheria and received fair treatment. Sent to 
Munster, he remained there a year and complains of being generally hounded 
by the guards. The work was hard in the canals, the food was bad, but he 
received very little physical abuse from the guards. He suffered from colds 
and rheumatism. At Dulmen camp he speaks of general conditions as bad. 
He was sent to Schneidemuhl, where he remained until repatriated to Switzer- 
land. Working in a sugar factory, conditions were very bad, the work arduous 
with general, rough treatment. Claimant attributes bronchitis, rheumatism and 
some stomach trouble to these experiences. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis, 
catarrh, chronic rheumatism and general debility. His percentage of disability 
is stated at 15 per cent in his own calling and at 40 per cent in the general 
labour market. Dr. W. G. Kenney, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files are quite full and show 
the conditions of bronchitis and debility, the first being attributed to the effects 
of gas and the second to exposure whilst a prisoner of war. 

I was impressed with the frankness with which claimant gave his testimony. 
As far as the bronchial condition is concerned, I am bound to regard this as of 
service origin. On the question of debility I have reluctantly reached the con- 
clusion that this cannot be ascribed to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. 
If disability now results from this condition, it must be laid down to routine 
life while in Germany, and is properly a matter for consideration by the Board 
of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Ottawa, December 7, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2103—ALFRED GORDON SAUNDERS 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 
9974. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 28 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres slightly wounded in the leg 
and gassed. He was repatriated to England January 30, 1919, having previously 
been in Holland for about a year. He is in receipt of a disability pension of 
$30.00 (including wife’s allowance) based on “bronchitis and nephritis.” He 
is married, but has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was a Bank Messenger 
at a salary of $15.00 per week, and since his discharge has been employed as a 
Silver Plate polisher, at from $36.00 to $40.00 per week. 
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He alleges that, while a prisoner, he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of exposure, blows and 
general abuse, resulting in heart and lung trouble and injury to the spine. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Giessen Camp, where he remained two weeks 
and complains chiefly of the exposure, not being furnished with sufficient clothing 
in cold weather and made to stand out. on parade without an overcoat. He 
complains also that, when in hospital from blood poisoning through a wound in 
the leg, he was hit in the mouth by a nurse, with some injury to his teeth. He 
was transferred to Saltau and then Hestenmoor, which latter was a non-com- 
missioned officers’ punishment camp. For refusing to volunteer to work, the 
prisoners were given long hours of marching around the square with wooden 
clogs on their feet. At Hestenmoor he declares that he was struck on the back 
with the butt of a rifle which has permanently injured his back, and he 
attributes some curvature, which he says he has, to this incident. He was then 
taken to Hameln camp, as to which he has no complaints. As a result of these 
experiences, claimant declares that he suffers with his heart, lungs and has vari- 
cose veins. He also speaks about the condition of his back, which troubles 
him. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
and nephritis. His percentage of disability is stated at 30%. Dr. T. A. Carson, 
who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission, and 
declares in his certificate, that the information is taken from the claimant’s 
medical documents. These documents show that the claimant receives a pension 
for bronchitis and nephritis. There is no mention, in the detailed examination, 
of any injury to the back. 

Claimant has not established the injury to his back. His present disabilities 
appear to have resulted entirely from the conditions under which he lived and 
are not shown to be due to any particular acts of maltreatment. I regard the 
case as one entirely for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
The claim is accordingly disallowed. , 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2104—HARRY LEWIS SCOTT STONE 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 113579. 
He states that he enlisted in December, 1914, although the military records 
show the official date as being February 4, 1915. He was then 22 years of age. 
He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, suffering from slight shrapnel wounds. He 
was repatriated to England December 2, 1918. He is in receipt of a ten per 
cent disability pension amounting to $7.50 per month, based on bronchitis and 
hernia. He was married in March, 1924, and has no children. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed as a tinsmith earning $18.00 per week and since his 
discharge has had to give up sheet metal work, and is now in the employ of the 
Customs Department, earning $1,860.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary. damage to him. He complains of being compelled to work 
while suffering from poisoning and upon refusing to work was placed in solitary 
confinement without medical attention. Received beatings and was injured in 
the back from being struck with a rifle. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp. He complains that his wounds 
were not attended to and became infected. Notwithstanding his condition he 
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was compelled to go out on a working party dragging heavy logs. Here, when 
struck by a sentry, claimant rushed at him and was struck on the nose. For 
engaging in an altercation with a guard whom he calls the punishment master, 
he was court martialled and given 14 days’ cells, which he served under very 
‘harsh conditions. He complains that the heavy work broke down the scars of 
a hernia operation and that he still suffers therefrom. At Schneidemuh! camp, 
for refusing to work, claimant was in prison camp for nine months, with no 
medical attention. For an unsuccessful attempt to escape, claimant was given 
two weeks’ solitary confinement, and then sent to a punishment factory, where 
vitriol was manufactured and complains that he was compelled to work there 
for seven months, when three months (the usual term of civilian employment) 
was the utmost of human endurance in such conditions due to the fumes. He 
complains of his nerves and bronchitis, which he attributes to being made to 
work when unfit to do so. 

The medical record indicates that claimant shows hernia operation wounds 
broken down, suffers from varicocele, pleural adhesions on left side of chest, 
attributed to pleurisy with effusion and hypertrophic rhinitis. His percentage 
of disability is stated at 50%. Dr. J. G. Lee, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files are quite complete 
and show a pleuritic and hernia condition, bronchitis and varicocele. 

Claimant was undoubtedly subjected to rough treatment and I believe 
that his complaint of being made to work when he was not fit to do so has been 
established. He appears to have provoked some of his troubles, but I am unable 
to find justification for the treatment given him. I have reached the conclusion 
that claimant was subjected to maltreatment which has resulted in disability 
to him. I would, accordingly, reeommend a payment to him of $500.00, with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5% per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of 
payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 2105—MELVILLE TRUEMAN 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27610. He enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 17 years and was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres suffering from slight 
shrapnel wound and from the effects of gas. He was repatriated to England in 
February, 1918. He is in receipt of pension, amounting to $34.20 per month, 
based upon neurosis and bronchitis. He was married in September, 1921, and 
has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was engaged working in a piano works, 
but is unable to state the amount of salary then received. Since his discharge, 
he has been working for the Coporation of the City of Toronto, at various 
employments, and receives a salary of $28.80 a week. : 

He alleges that, while a prisoner, he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was beaten 
and given punishment for refusing to work upon munitions. Was struck on 
the head and face with rifle butts, which have left scars. Due to lack of food 
and general brutal treatment, developed abscesses, which have resulted in 
partial paralysis of the legs. : 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, where he remained about a 
year.. He was sent out on munitions work, refused to work, was beaten and 
put in punishment room and made to sit at attention on a stool from early 
morning to night. During this time he complains of gradually becoming weaker 
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from the effects of gas, from which he was suffering at the time of capture. He 
was sent to Geisweid Iron Mines, but was unable to carry on with the heavy 
labour and was returned to Giessen camp, where, he declares, his legs began 
to trouble him seriously and he was hardly able to get around. Claimant is 
very confused and incoherent as te precisely what did happen to him while he 
was a prisoner of war. He complains bitterly of the lack of food, to which he 
attributes his generally debilitated condition when repatriated to England. 
Claimant now appears to be robust and in good health. He complains gener- 
ally of trouble with his head, with some digestive disturbance. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis, 
and from his own statement, has headaches and dizzy spells, resulting from a 
blow on the head, with marked limitation of leg movement. His percentage of 
disability is stated at from 40 per cent to 50 per cent in his own calling and at 
100 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. W. C. Everest, who certifies to 
the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical his- 
tory files are quite complete and contain also a statement made by claimant 
upon repatriation. While he speaks therein of general maltreatment, there is not 
sufficient evidence of brutality to account for his present condition. His file 
contains a summary of his condition, as prepared at the Christie Street Hos- 
pital, in Toronto, and the conclusion reached seems to be that claimant suffers 
from neurasthenia and probably has some permanent physical disability as a 
result of his service in France, and his life as a prisoner of war for two and a 
half years. As stated above, he is in receipt of pension for the condition of 
neurasthenia and bronchitis referred to. 

The condition in which claimant now finds himself is quite general and, 
after very careful consideration of his evidence and the file submitted, I do not 
consider that I would be justified in finding that claimant was subjected to such 
maltreatment, whilst a prisoner of war, as has caused him permanent disability. 
How far his mental condition may be attributed to the strain of his experiences 
in Germany, I am unable to say, but I consider that his case is purely one for 
the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, 


accordingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2106—FRANK WILLIAM TILLEY 


The claimant was a Private in the Third Battalion—Regimental number 
9256. He enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 19 years and was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was 
repatriated to England on December 31, 1918, and is not in receipt of pension. 
Claimant was married on September 15, 1928, and has no children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed by the Consumers’ Gas Company, at a salary of 
$45.00 per month and upon his discharge resumed his work for the same com- 
pany, and is now earning $37.00 a week. 

He alleges that, while a prisoner of war, he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of physical 
abuse, being forced to work and placed in solitary confinement; blows on the 
head, burns on the legs and face from working in an iron foundry without 
adequate protective equipment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, where he remained until January, 
1916. Sent to a farm out of Giessen, he declares that, for refusing to work, he 
was condemned to dark cells for two weeks and, when again taken out to work, 
was knocked into a trench by an officer, landing on the back of his head and 
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was unconscious for some time. He was then sent to Lichtenhorst, as to which 
he has no complaints. At Bohinte, he attempted to escape and was given the 
usual 14 days cells. While in cells, he was struck on the back of the head with 
the flat of a bayonet and suffered considerably from this blow. From Bohinte 
he was sent to steel works at Osnabruck. Here the work was particularly 
arduous, the usual day consisting of 12 hours. He was engaged in cutting steel 
bars with a steel saw and, during the course of the operation, the sparks of hot 
metal, which he was compelled to face, burned his legs and face, affecting his 
eyes. While he declares that he was given a small piece of netting to protect 
his eyes, he was not furnished with goggles such as the German civilians wore. 
He worked in this foundry for sixteen months and at the end of that period his 
body, feet and face, were one mass of small burns. He was then sent to a farm. 
He complains chiefly of stomach troubles and poor vision, both of which he 
attributes to his experiences in Germany. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from gastritis and con- 
stipation, that he bears scars at the corner of his eyes indicating an injury 
which apparently has affected his sight. His percentage of disability is stated 
at 20 per cent in his own calling and at 40 per cent in the general labour market. 
Dr. E. C. Tait, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. Claimant’s military history files contain nothing unusual, all systems 
being declared normal upon discharge from the service. | 

I see no reason to doubt claimant’s story as to the conditions under which 
he was compelled to work in the iron foundry, and having regard to the medical. 
evidence corroborating the presence of scars on the face and around the eyes,. 
I am of opinion that claimant has suffered some disability as to his vision. The 
manner in which he was compelled to work indicates such a callous disregard. 
for the life and health of a workman as, in my opinion, amounts to maltreatment.. 
The claimant has made out a case of some present disability resulting from mal- 
treatment while a prisoner of war. I would accordingly recommend a payment to 
him of $700.00 with interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent from January 10, 


1920, to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 3, 1981. Commissioner. 


CASE 2107—ROBERT FRANCIS TUNSTEAD 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 
10174. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 38 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering with 
shrapnel wound in the left temple and forehead at time of capture. It is noted 
that his attestation paper discloses that he bore a circular scar on the left 
temple at the time of enlistment. He was repatriated to England October 12, 
1918, having been released to Holland in May of that year. He is in receipt of a 
100 per cent disability pension, amounting to $75.00 per month, based on 
myocarditis, defective hearing and vision and endocrine disturbance. He was 
married at the time of enlistment and has seven children, all of age. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a painter, earning 50 cents an hour, and since 
his discharge was employed for a short time in Vet Craft shops, but says he 
has been unable to do any work for the past eleven years. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been struck 
in the back with a rifle butt, which injured his back, and was further caused 
to strain it by lifting a heavy iron pipe, resulting in permanent injury. Suffered 
an injury to his shoulder by another blow and was hit in the ear with a fist which 
en already been injured by his wounds, so that now he suffers permanent. 

eafness. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant is an old soldier having served in the South African War. He is 
now 55 years of age. When captured at St. Julien, he declares that he was 
wounded by a piece of shrapnel—“ split in head and was blown up.” He points 
to a circular scar on his left temple as evidence of the wounds then received. 
In his attestation papers, one of his identification marks is noted as “ circular 
scar on left temple.” Taxed with this discrepancy between his story and his 
documents, he is quite unable to furnish a plausible explanation. Moreover, 
in his medical file appears the note, taken from claimant’s statements on 
examination; “ that he was wounded on left temple by shell fragment at St. Julien, 
by the Germans.” Claimant has a long story of abuse and maltreatment whilst 
a prisoner in Germany. Stuttgart was the worst camp he was at and he com- 
plains of being struck in the back with rifie butts by the sentries and still 
feels the effect of this beating. He declares the scars still exist, but upon medical 
examination it is doubtful, in the opinion of my medical adviser, whether there 
is any trace of such scars. Claimant reports many incidents of beatings at 
various camps, such as Giessen, Saltau, Lichtenhorst. As a consequence of 
these experiences, claimant declares that his hearing has been affected, that 
he suffers from his back, has poor vision, rheumatism and heart trouble. To 
judge of claimant’s reliability, a comparison of the alleged cause of injury to his 
ears, with the statement made by him and appearing in his medical files, is 
sufficient: —“ Patient states (no documents being available) that he was wounded 
in left temple by shell fragment at St. Julien, by the Germans. He having fallen 
after shell explosion and struck the back of his head. Both ears began to dis- 
charge from that time, and have done so ever since. Deafness has gradually 
increased.” It is scarcely necessary to pursue the case further. It is evident 
that claimant endeavoured wilfully to mislead the Commission as to the manner 
in which his injuries were sustained, and to make it appear that his disabilities 
are wholly due to maltreatment whilst a prisoner. His testimony is entirely dis- 
credited and I have no hesitation in disallowing his claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2108—JOHN FREDERICK WILKINS 


Claimant was a private in the 4th Canadian Mounted Rifles—Regimental 
number 109680. He enlisted on the 7th of April, 1915, at the age of 22 years, 
and was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, suffering from gun shot wound in the left 
leg. He was repatriated to England on December 8, 1918, and is in receipt of a 
disability pension of 15 per cent, equivalent to $23. 00 per month, based on flat 
feet and callosities of feet. Claimant is married and has three children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as a linesman with the Metropolitan Railway and 
the Ontario Hydro Commission, earning about 27 cents per hour. He is now 
employed by the Toronto Transportation Commission and earns 77 cents per 
hour. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. Beaten by the guards he sustained 
injury to his back. Sent to the coal mines he was compelled to work in wooden 
clogs, which injured his feet and has resulted in fallen arches. His hearing 
has been affected by lack of medical treatment and a condition of lumbago 
is said to result from eaxposure. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant received some hospitalization at Dulmen and has no complaints 
to make. Sent to a farm at Dortmund, he was beaten because a compass was 
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found in his possession. He attributes a weakened back to this beating. He 
served 21 days in cells for the same reason. Claimant was next sent to a coal 
mine where he remained for the duration of the war. He spent 12 months 
working underground and was then given lighter work, due to his weakened 
condition. He complains of being compelled to wear wooden clogs, which injured 
his feet. In the mines he was beaten and while suffering from “ flu,” during the 
epidemic, was made to continue working. He now complains chiefly of his 
back and feet. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from recurring lumbago 
and flat feet. His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per cent in his own 
calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. 'T. B. Edmundson, 
who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission and gave it as his 
opinion that the injury to claimant’s back was of traumatic origin and could 
very well have been caused as related. He finds claimant suffering with very 
bad flat feet. 

The medical evidence supports to a certain extent claimant’s statement 
of disability. I see no reason to doubt his story that he was hit across the back 
as described and I think it is reasonable to infer that his present condition 
of disablement, results in part from such treatment. Claimant has made out a 
case of present disability, in part at least, resulting from maltreatment, I would, 
accordingly, recommend a payment to him of $500.00, with interest thereon, at 
the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from the 10th day of January, 1920, to date of 
payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2109—ERNEST WEYMOUTH 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27417. He enlisted in September, 1914. He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, 
at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a bullet through his right side, and 
gas. He was repatriated to England in December, 1919, via Holland. He is 
not in receipt of pension, nor has he applied therefor. Claimant is married and 
has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was learning the trade of iron welding 
and, when he came to Canada, worked as a car cleaner for the Canadian Pacific 
Railway. He is now a pipe fitter in the Canadian National Railways, and 
earns seventy cents an hour, per eight-hour day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had a 
bullet extracted from his side without anaesthetic, that he was confined to cells 
without sufficient food, was knocked unconscious with rifle butts and worked 
in a stone quarry for six months under conditions of great hardship. He was 
compelled to work in water. As a result of these experiences his nervous system 
is seriously affected. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant testifies that immediately after capture, the bullet was removed 
from his side without anaesthetic. He was in hospital for six months at Ohrdruf 
and complains of the lack of attention, without, however, indicating in what 
way he suffered personally. Released from hospital, he complains generally of 
the conditions in camp and alleges that, for raiding a wagon, he was knocked 
unconscious with the butt of a rifle. All through his testimony he speaks of 
constant beatings without particularizing these incidents. Thus, he says he was 
knocked down several times and beaten with a whip. He was sent to work on a 
farm at Gottingen where the treatment was not so bad. But yet on the slightest 
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suggestion he refers to being knocked down from blows of rifle butts. At 
Langen-Salga camp he suggests that a lady dentist, who was extracting a tooth, 
deliberately injected a fluid which caused pyorrhea to develop. This is a mere 
assumption on his part. The injection was probably a local anaesthetic. Sent 
to a stone quarry he again relates generally incidents of maltreatment. Claimant 
served more time at Cassel camp and at various farms, but does not complain 
particularly of any brutality. He does complain of being made to work in the 
water and suffered from exposure. His main complaint at the present time 
is that these experiences have impaired his memory and he attributes this to 
the blows he received on the head. His testimony on this feature of the case 
is as unconvincing as his recital of abuses. 

The medical record indicates that the claimant suffers from dental caries 
and pyorrhea; that he is very susceptible to infection and suffers from impaired 
mentality. His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per cent in his own 
calling and 30 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. P. G. Brown, who 
certifies to the foregoing, has also furnished a letter relating to his treatment of 
claimant. While he expresses the general opinion that claimant’s health has 
been impaired because of his experiences as a prisoner, there is nothing definite 
in this statement. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. 
Claimant was discharged from the service, “ All systems normal”. 

Claimant made a very unfavourable impression upon the Commission. His 
story lacked conviction and he was evidently endeavouring to enlarge upon the 
instances of brutality of which he speaks. I have no hesitation in reaching the 
conclusion that if claimant suffers a disability at the present time, his proper 
recourse is before the Board of Pension Commissioners and not before this 
Commission. In my opinion, claimant has failed to discharge the burden of 
showing that he now suffers disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2110—WILLIAM STEPHEN WHYTE 


The claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental number 
7916. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was 
repatriated to England December 31, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, 
and states that his application was rejected. He was married February 25, 1918, 
and has four children living, one having died. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed in an hotel in Winnipeg, earning $45 per month with room and board, 
and since his discharge he has tried several positions as a labourer but has had 
to give them up owing to weakness in his back. He was out of employment 
at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of a chronic backache, 
due to solitary confinement and heating, and exposure to dampness, impaired 
hearing due to lack of medical treatment while in Germany. Had an infected 
ankle while a prisoner and has trouble with the leg still. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, as to which he has no particular 
complaints. Sent to Dusseldorf, for refusing to work in the water driving poles, 
the prisoners were lined up before a firing squad. Returned to Giessen, claimant 
was sent to Celle-lager and thence to Ostenholzenmoor, where he was hit on the 
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head by a sentry for failing to turn out of his bunk quickly enough. He was 
knocked unconscious and attributes an ear condition from which he suffers to 
this blow. Claimant made several unsuccessful attempts to escape, was con- 
fined to cells, beaten, and tied to a fence by way of punishment. At Vehnemoor, 
claimant complains of the exposure and heavy work, rain or shine, in the irri- 
gation canals. He also protests that he was made to wear wooden clogs, with 
consequent injury to his feet and was denied medical attention for an infection 
to his ankle. He now suffers from his back and hip, his ears and his ankle. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers some impairment to his 
hearing and has chronic backache. His percentage of disability is stated at 
10 per cent. Dr. Harold E. Baker, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files do not disclose any disability 
of service or prisoner origin, all systems being declared normal. 

Claimant became a marked man because of his repeated attempts to 
escape, and received rough handling in consequence. While there is evidence 
that his treatment was harsh, I do not consider that claimant has established 
the remaining element to entitle him to an award, i.e., present disability resulting 
from maltreatment. His disability, if any, is slight, and is more properly a 
matter for consideration by the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2112—PERCY FRANCIS WHALE 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 27585. 
He enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 19 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, suffering from wounds in the arm, hand, mouth and leg, with 
some gas. He was released to Switzerland at the end of 1917, and to England 
in January, 1918. He is in receipt of pension amounting to $180.00 per annum. 
Claimant was married on March 23, 1924, and has no children. Prior to enlist- 
ment, claimant was employed as a clerk, earning $10.00 per week. Since his 
discharge he has followed various occupations, and is now working for the 
Dominion Government in the Annuities Branch, on a commission basis. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he is 
incapacitated to the extent of 75 per cent, due to lack of proper medical atten- 
tion to his wounds, general abuse and hardships. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was seriously wounded when captured. He complains of the 
treatment received when taken—kicked in the wounded side by his captors. 
He declares also that he was left unprotected and received the wound in the 
mouth by shell fire after capture. He received no medical attention for 24 days 
when he was given very brutal treatment by a nurse and an orderly. Claimant 
was taken by train to Oberhausen, and suffered greatly on the trip, but was 
operated upon and has no complaint. He remained in hospital for 8 or 9 months, 
and was then sent to Friedrichsfeld camp. He could scarcely open his jaws, 
from his wounds, and though unable to eat was put on regular camp fare. He 
did receive some dental attention, and appears to have been given a plate. In 
Switzerland he was further attended to in this respect. Claimant now complains 
of gastric ulcers, bronchitis, neurasthenia, and loss of weight. 

The medical record is very complete. Dr. H. W. Cook certifies that claimant 
suffers from irregular heart exhaustion point low, bronchitis and gastric ulcer, 
with some deafness in right ear. He rates claimant’s disability at 50 per cent in his 
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own calling and at 75 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. R. J. Spence finds 
claimant suffering from extreme nervousness, gastric ulcer and cardiac irregu- 
larity, with defective hearing and sight ‘‘ Probably due to wound more than to 
enemy treatment during captivity.” Dr. Spence speaks of the disability as 
great. Dr. C. H. Warriner finds neurasthenia, marked general debility, 
bronchitis, irregular action of the heart and gastric ulcers. He rates claimant’s 
percentage of disability at from 50 per cent to 60 per cent. The defective vision 
and hearing, Dr. Warriner states cannot definitely be ascribed to enemy action. 
Claimant’s medical history files contain a full statement of his condition. He 
receives pension for “ gunshot wound right arm and jaw, chronic bronchitis and 
gastric ulcer, post discharge.” 

Claimant’s present condition is in large measure due to service wounds 
received previous to capture, but I have reached the conclusion, after considera- 
tion of the record, that lack of attention and ill-treatment aggravated the condi- 
tion and has probably left claimant with a greater degree of disability than he 
would otherwise have had. In these circumstances, claimant should have the 
benefit of the doubt. I would recommend a payment to him of $500.00 with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, 
to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 6, 19381. 


CASE 2113—THOMAS WARNER 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 113619. 
He enlisted January 22, 1915, at the age of 27 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, during the battle of Mount Sorrel, unwounded. He was repatriated 
to England December 14, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension and has not made 
application therefor. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a labourer, earning $2.30 per day, and since his discharge has been labouring 
and doing anything he‘can find. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the usual 
treatment, heavy labour and starvation diet, and in particular of a blow behind 
the ear causing injury with denial of proper medical attention for the wound. 
He now suffers with severe headaches and is compelled to stop working when 
they occur. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Apart from general food conditions, claimant complains of one incident 
only of maltreatment. While working at a factory in Westphalia, the prisoners 
refused to work on Christmas Day. Apparently a melee or riot ensued during 
the course of which claimant was struck in the neck, behind the ear, with a 
flying missile, which inflicted a deep gash. Not only did claimant receive no 
medical attention for this wound, but, as a punishment for the refusal to work, 
was made to stand facing the wall for almost the entire day, with his wound 
still bleeding. He complains of pains in the head and dizziness which incapaci- 
tates him from working and he attributes this condition to the blow and wound 
above referred to. He declares that this injury necessitated an operation upon 
his return to Canada. Claimant’s medical history sheets also refer to a weakness 
in the back, said to have resulted from heavy lifting in Germany, but claimant 
is silent as to this disability in his testimony. 

The medical record indicates that claimant ‘bears a large protruding scar 
in the neck, which is also borne out by the medical history sheets. The doctor, 
whose certificate is filed, finds that claimant suffers no disability from this 
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wound. It appears also from the medical files of record, that, in statement 
made upon repatriation, claimant made no mention of the incident referred to, 
although he does refer to the occasion upon which the prisoners refused to work, 
and declares the punishment consisted in being made to stand in the snow for 
four hours. 

In this state of the record it is difficult to say whether the injury complained 
of by claimant was incurred in the manner stated. At all events, claimant has 
failed to show that any disability has resulted from the injury in question. His 
own physician does not regard it as disabling. It is clear, therefore, for the 
reasons expressed in opinion annexed to the present report, that the claim can- 
not succeed. It is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 


CASE 2114—FREDERICK THEODORE WEBSTER 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 2nd Battalion,—Regimental number 
8166. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 22. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but slightly gassed. 
He was repatriated to England, from Holland, on November 18, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of disability pension, and states that he does not intend to 
apply therefor. He was married on September 2, 1919, and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as Instrument Man on a survey 
party, and since his discharge has been in the employ of certain firms as Sur- 
veyor and Engineer, then entered private practice, at engineering, for 3 years and 
is at present employed by the Ontario Government as a surveyor, at a salary of 
$2,200.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that although 
an N.C.O. he was compelled to work, was forced to parade in wooden clogs for 
several hours daily with injury to his feet, sustained a fractured jaw when a 
tooth was extracted, and received no medical treatment. He states that as a 
result of this treatment, he contracted chronic bronchitis and that he is in a 
highly nervous condition. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was attached to Giessen camp and commandos. For refusing to 
work in a stone quarry when he learned that N.C.O.’s were not expected to work, 
he, with others, was beaten, and, again, for attempting to escape, he received the 
same treatment and was also given solitary confinement, made to sit on a stool 
at attention for hours at a time. He complains that his jaw was broken during 
the extraction of a tooth, without anaesthetic, and that he received no medical 
attention. He was also punished upon two other occasions, when recaptured, 
after attempted escapes. Claimant’s disability is purely nervous as a result of 
these experiences. He is unable to concentrate and cannot do continuous work. 
He suffers also from bronchitis. His statement as to beatings received is cor- 
roborated by a fellow prisoner. 

The medical record consists of affidavits from two physicians. Dr. J. H. 
Alford certifies that claimant suffers from his nervous system, periodic attacks 
of depressive psychosis, with attempts of life. He rates claimant’s percentage 
of disability at 50 per cent in his own calling and at 25 per cent in the general 
labour market. In further statement, Dr. Alford stresses the neurasthenic con- 
dition and speaks of claimant’s teeth being in bad shape and also mentions 
bronchitis as a disablement. Dr. F.S. Lazenby finds an unstable nervous system 
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with periods of depression and inability to concentrate, gastro-intestinal dis- 
turbances and loss of teeth. He rates claimant’s percentage of disability at 50 
per cent. Neither doctor appeared before the Commission. Claimant’s last 
medical board, upon discharge from the service, shows, “ all systems normal.” 

In this state of the record it is difficult to say that claimant’s present mental 
outlook and nervousness is due to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. I 
should be inclined to regard it as functional and, notwithstanding the greatest. 
attention to his testimony, I do not think I am justified in finding that he has 
established the two essential elements to a favourable decision, i.e. present dis- 
ability resulting from maltreatment. The claim must, accordingly, be dis- 


allowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2115—CHARLES JACKSON WOLSTENHOLM 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 9264. 
He enlisted in 1914 at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, 
at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated to England on 
the 21st December, 1918. He is not in receipt of disability pension, but has an 
application pending. He was married in April, 1928, and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment he was a timekeeper for the Massey Harris Co., at $11.00 
per week, and since his discharge was employed in the Toronto Brick Works for 
4 years, then as a plasterer for one year, and for the last three years he has 
been a permanent Postal employee, at a salary of $1,440.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that foot trouble was 
started by his being compelled to work in water, and that it was later aggravated 
by the wearing of wooden clogs. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent his period of captivity at a number of camps, viz:—Giessen, 
Celle-lager, Vehnemoor, Lichtenhorst, Bohinte, Saltau and Osnabruck, the worst 
of which, he declares, was Bohinte. From working in the water, employed at 
straightening out a river, his feet became affected, and later, at Osnabruck, made 
to work in wooden clogs, the condition became aggravated, and he now suffers 
from extreme flat feet. His complaint is confined solely to this condition. He 
does not emphasize any brutal treatment at the hands of the guards, but says 
he suffers only from his feet. For 18 months, at Vehnemoor, he wore wooden 
clogs. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from flat feet. His per- 
centage of disability is stated at 10 per cent. Dr. F. A. Carson, who certifies to 
the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission, and declares that the 
information furnished by him is taken from claimant’s files. The medical files: 
of record merely show that pension allowance is under consideration, for flat 
feet. Claimant’s last medical board, upon discharge from the service, declared 
all systems normal. 

I cannot say, from the record, that claimant has established a connexity 
between his condition of flat feet and maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. It 
does not necessarily follow from his experiences, as related, that the condition 
complained of, must result. As to the use of wooden clogs, it is well known that 
Germany did not have, and could not obtain, boots for all its prisoners of war,. 
and I do not consider that this deficiency can be classed as maltreatment. 
Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The 


claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2116—HARRY WINDSOR 


Claimant was a Private in the First Queen’s Own West Surrey—Regimental 
number 7641. While he served with the Imperials, claimant had become a 
resident of Canada in 1909 and returned at the outbreak of war to join his regi- 
ment. At the time of enlistment he was 29 years of age. He was captured 
October 31, 1914, slightly wounded in the arm. He was repatriated to England 
on December 22, 1918, and was in receipt of pension, amounting to $14.00 a 
month, which he commuted for $600.00 in 1920. He is married and has three 
children. Prior to enlistment, claimant was a plasterer, earning 50 cents an 
hour. He still follows the same occupation and, when working, earns about 
$50.00 a week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of proper food 
and clothing, blow on the head resulting in partial deafness, injury to two fingers 
of the left hand and of being tied to a post as punishment. 

An anlysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Gustrow Camp, where he complains generally 
of exposure, and of being struck behind the ear by a guard, because someone 
had stolen a loaf of bread. It is this blow which has permanently injured 
claimant’s ear. Claimant was sent to a number of different camps and was 
beaten, without provocation, for minor acts of disobedience. Finally he reached 
Parchin, where he remained for two years. Working in a sawmill, claimant 
engaged in a scuffle with other foreign prisoners and while fighting was thrown 
against a saw by the German sentry, injuring his hand. The treatment gener- 
ally is described as rough. Claimant suffers from headaches and deafness and 
some rheumatism, with a deformed hand. 
| The medical record indicates that claimant has a deformed left hand, with 
limited movement and loss of power, and that he is almost completely deaf in 
the right ear. His percentage of disability is stated at 40 per cent. Dr. C. H. 
Brereton, who certifies to the foreging, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical history files refer only to the injury to his hand. 

Claimant appears to be in good health. The injury to his ear, with deaf- 
ness, is established and I think may be traced to the blow on the head of which 
he speaks. The injury to his hand is probably of accidental origin and cannot 
be regarded as the result of maltreatment. Viewing the case as a whole, I con- 
sider that claimant has made out a case of some disability resulting from mal- 
treatment whilst a prisoner of war. I would recommend a payment to him of 
$500.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from the 
10th day of January, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Otrawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 2117—SAMUEL WALLWORK 


The claimant was a Private with the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 
9266. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 38 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but suf- 
fering from gas. He was repatriated to England January 7, 1919. "He is in 
receipt of a 100 per cent disability pension, amounting to $100. 00 per month, 
based on arterio renal disease. He was married at the time of enlistment and 
has one daughter. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a salesman at $25.00 
per week, and since his discharge has been unable to do much of anything, owing 
to the state of his health. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of abuse, starvation, 
solitary confinement, bad food and water, which affected his teeth and gave 
him dysentery. He was compelled to work on the moors and was exposed to 
severe weather, was kicked and beaten when unable to work while ill. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant has filed a very detailed statement of his experiences during 
captivity in Germany, from which it appears that he visited a great number of 
prison camps—he lists tehm as follows: Giessen, Glenhausen, Soltau, Lichten- 
horst, Langenmoor, Sudedeiwicht, Nider Nochtenhausen, Bokelah. A careful 
perusal of his statement indicates that his complaints have to do with poor food, 
hard labour, exposure, lack of medical attention and general rough treatment. 
He was beaten on several occasions and declares that he still bears the scar of 
a kick on the shin at Langemoor. It is unnecessary to summarize the detailed 
treatment received. The impression left after reading his statement is that 
any disabilities claimant may now suffer from are the result of general condi- 
tions and not to any particular maltreatment. There is evidence of some provo- 
cation by claimant, which may have earned him rougher treatment than he 
would otherwise have received. | 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from ‘ high grade chronic 
interstitial nephritis and hypertension, together with impaired vision.” His 
percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent. Dr. Henry C. Wales, who 
certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s 
medical files note claimant’s condition as due to poor food, privation and ner- 
vous strain as prisoner of war. 

There is abundant detail in this case, but the proof of disability resulting 
from maltreatment is inferential only. As explained in Opinion annexed to the 
present report, I do not consider that impairment to health resulting only from 
general conditions of camp life is to be regarded as maltreatment. I regard 
this case as one falling within the scope of activity of the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2118-—JAMES WILTON 


The claimant was a private with the Imperial forees—15th Cheshires—Regi- 
mental number 243046. He declares that he was resident in Canada prior to 
the war, but was refused for service and went back to England, enlisting on 
March 17, 1915, with the Post Office Rifles, London, at the age of 22 years. He 
was taken prisoner March 24, 1918, suffering from a gunshot wound in the 
abdomen. He was repatriated to England at the end of January, 1919. He 
was in receipt of a pension, amounting to 8 shillings a week, which he commuted 
in 1924. Claimant is married and has five children. Prior to enlistment he was 
employed as a painter and on survey work earning from $35.00 to $60.00 a 
month, and since his discharge has been doing light work. He is now earning 
$20.00 a week at gardening. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
struck on the head by a German officer and knocked down, worked in an iron 
factory for six weeks under conditions of general abuse, was struck with a scab- 
bard and knocked unconscious. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant’s evidence as to his pre-war residence in Canada is not convincing. 
He was to produce a letter from the York Club, corroborating his statement that 
he was there employed before the war. This he has not done. As to his experi- 
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ences in Germany, it will be noted that he was a prisoner for about nine months, 
the first portion whereof was spent in hospital, and while he complains of 
inadequate medical attention, his recital of what occurred does not indicate 
that any incapacity has resulted therefrom. On the contrary, the treatment 
appears to have been moderately good. At this period of the war, moreover, it 
must be borne in mind, that facilities were not easily obtainable by the Germans. 
Sent to Alten Grabow, he was put on light work, complains that he was operated 
upon without anaesthetic, developed abscesses under the arms, for which he 
received no treatment, was struck in the Jaw by a German Corporal, for not 
saluting him and was hit on the head with the butt of a rifle. As a result of these 
experiences, claimant complains of his head and stomach, with rheumatism and 
nerves. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from indigestion, chronic 
gastritis, headaches, flatulence and constipation. His percentage of disability 
is stated at 50 per cent in his own calling and at 60 per cent in the general 
labour market. Dr. C. E. Hill, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files contain nothing 
unusual, apart from some disability resulting from the ii ie received previous 
to capture. 

Quite apart from claimant’s failure to establish clearly a pre war residence in 
Canada, I am of opinion that he has failed to show that his nine month’s 
stay in Germany caused him any permanent injury. His evidence was not 
convincing and the impression was left that his story lost nothing in the telling. 
On the whole, I am unable to find in claimant’s favour. The claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Ortrawa, December 4, 19381. Commissioner. 


CASE 2119—FRANK WOODCOCK (Deceased) 


Claim is presented on behalf of the father of the above named soldier, who 
died April 17, 1919. He had been a Private in the 48rd Battalion—Regimental 
number 136541. He enlisted December 3, 1915, at the age of 29 years. He 
was taken prisoner October 8, 1916, on the Somme front, suffering from gunshot 
wounds in the right thigh, right arm and scrotum. He was repatriated to England 
June 15, 1918, returned to Canada in February, 1919. His sister, Mrs. Ethel 
Spencer, appeared to press the claim on behalf of her aged father. She states her 
brother was a rubber worker, but is unaware of his salary. Deceased was ill 
all the time after his return to Canada, until he died of heart and stomach 
trouble. 

She alleges that while a prisoner her eae was subjected to Pages 
ment which resulted in injury to his health resulting in death. She states that 
his wounds were neglected, that he was operated upon without anaesthetic and 
that he was starved. He suffered from dysentery and arrived home in a dying 
condition. 

This claim is put forward on the ground of dependency. As a civilian 
claimant for the death of his son, an enlisted man, claimant is without right 
under the relevant sections of the Treaty of Versailles. The claim for mal- 
treatment, as I read these sections of the Treaty, is purely personnel to the 
victim. Counsel for claimant was advised of this view, at the hearing, and 
undertook to submit memorandum supporting the pretension that dependency 
entitled claimant to recover. This he had not done, and I adhere to my original 
opinion that no recovery can be had, in the circumstances, before this Commis- 
sion. The lait is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2120—GEORGE WEST 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 405465. 
He enlisted August 17, 1915, at the age of 18 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, unwounded but slightly bruised and shaken up. He was repatri- 
ated to England January 2, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension and has not 
made application therefor. He was married in June 1923, and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was attending school, and since his discharge has been 
employed as a clerk in the hardware business, earning about $150.00 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment, which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to 
work for long hours in the salt mines, being kicked and beaten upon several 
occasions and had a shovel handle broken over his back by one of the guards. 
He new suffers from a skin disease as a result of long confinement in the mines, 
and has a nervous condition. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first sent to Stendal camp, after one week in hospital at 
Cologne. The only incident complained of is a blow with the butt of a rifle 
because he threw a pail of coffee on the ground. He was sent to a salt mine 
at Wolfasburg (sic) where he complains of being beaten over the back by a 
guard for some trouble with the salt trucks. No physical disability has resulted. 
He remained here for the duration of the war. While the work was hard and 
the treatment rough, claimant has not much to complain of, at any rate nothing 
which has disabled him. He confines his claim entirely to a skin affection which 
troubles him greatly and which he attributes inferentially to his treatment whilst 
a prisoner. He does not suffer from bronchial or stomach conditions, and 
declares that he is now in fair shape physically. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic eczema of 
the hands and fingers, especially about the roots of the nails. His percentage of 
disability is stated at 25 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the 
general labour market. Dr. T. J. Johnston, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files show nothing 
unusual, his final medical board, upon discharge from the service, declaring all 
systems to be normal. 

Were it not for the fact that claimant spent so long a period in the salt 
mines, I do not think the record would justify a finding in his favour. The dis- 
ability complained of is not great, but, as in the cases of other claimants from 
the salt mines, I am disposed to give claimant the benefit of the doubt, and to 
find that he has suffered some disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. Viewing all the circumstances I would recommend a payment 
to claimant of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2121—ALEXANDER WILLIAM YETMAN 


Claimant was a bugler in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 27557. 
He enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 28 years. He was taken prisoner 
on April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering 
from the affects of gas. He was released to Switzerland in 1917, and is in 
receipt of pension, amounting to $28.75 a month, for tuberculosis of the lungs 
and bronchitis. He is married and has 3 children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed by the Dominion Express Company as a clerk, at a salary of from $15 
to $18 per week. Claimant was unemployed at the time of the hearing. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of neglect and lack of 
medical treatment resulting in permanent chest and lung trouble. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was a prisoner at Gottingen and Mannheim. He has no com- 
plaint of rough or abusive treatment, but says that when he reported sick with 
a bad cough, no attention was paid to him. He was not compelled to work, but 
played in the orchestra. Claimant confines his complaint to the statement that 
when taken prisoner he was strong and healthy, and when he was repatriated 
his health was ruined, through lack of medical attention. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from pulmonary tuber- 
culosis. His percentage of disability is stated at 25 per cent. Dr. F. A. Carson, 
who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission, and 
declares that his information is taken from claimant’s military documents. 
These do show the condition spoken of. 

It is clear, in this case, that claimant is without right before this Commis- 
sion. No particular maltreatment has been shown and the connexity between 
his treatment as a prisoner and his present condition has not been established. 
The mere inference that he contracted tuberculosis from the conditions of life 
in Germany is insufficient to found an award. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is 
before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be 
disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 2122—-DAVID JOHN EVANS 


The claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion, Welsh Regiment 
(Imperial) —Regimental number 1828. He enlisted on August 6, 1914, was taken 
prisoner on October 31, 1914, and repatriated to England at the end of Novem- 
ber, 1918. He came to Canada to reside May 23, 1929. 

He alleges maltreatment while a prisoner of war, resulting in injury to his 
hand and head, at Gustrow and Schneidemuhl camps. He receives no ‘pension. 
Claimant appeared before the Commission at Toronto April 15, 1931, and was 
advised, during the course of the hearing that, as an Imperial, his case could 
not receive consideration, and that his claim, if any, lay with the Imperial 
authorities. 

As pointed out above, I do not consider that this Commission has juris- 
diction to entertain this claim. The date constitutive of jurisdiction, in civilian 
cases, has been fixed as January 10, 1920, date of the ratification of the Treaty 
of Versailles. I would propose to adopt the same principle in dealing with 
cases of alleged maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. Reserving to claimant 
all other resources, and, without deciding the case upon its merits, I must, there- 
fore, disallow the claim in so far as this Commission is concerned. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 
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CASE 2123—ROBERT HENRY ROCK 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
21248. He enlisted September 23, 1914, at the age of 45 years, although from 
his attestation paper he would appear to have been 40. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gunshot wound 
in the abdomen. He was repatriated to England November 18, 1918. He is not 
now in receipt of pension, having commuted it November 5, 1919. This pension 
was based on debility due to insufficient nourishment while a prisoner of war. He 
is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a club steward at $150 
per month and board, and since his discharge has resumed this employment, 
earning $125 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of improper 
medical treatment, poor and inadequate food, exposure and general abuse. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant received treatment for his wounds at Paderborn Hospital where 
he remained for a period of six months. He complains that he was not properly 
treated but no particulars are furnished to permit of reaching a conclusion on 
this ground of claim. Not completely recovered, he was sent to Senne-lager 
and then to a camp near Essen, where he was called upon, with other prisoners, 
to work upon munitions. This they refused to do and were roughly handled, 
their Red Cross parcels denied them, and inadequate and poor rations served. 
Claimant was given solitary confinement and was made to stand at attention 
for long hours. The basis of his complaint is that he was made to work when 
he was unfit to do so. He complains of no particular acts of brutality and 
ascribes his condition of general debility and breakdown to his experiences whilst 
a prisoner of war. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from general debility 
and defective vision. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent in 
his own calling and at 60 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. C. M. 
McDiarmid, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commis- 
sion. The medical history files show that claimant suffers from “ debility due 
to insufficient nourishment while a prisoner of war in Germany”. The con- 
dition is apparently quite general and may in part be put down to claimant’s 
ce and possible lowered power of resistance to the conditions of German camp 
ife. 

Having regard to the observations contained in Opinion annexed to the 
present report, I do not consider that lack of food whilst a prisoner of war, 
unless deliberately imposed upon a prisoner, is to be regarded as maltreatment. 
Claimant apparently received the same treatment, in this respect, as other 
prisoners. In these circumstances claimant has failed to make out a case and 
his claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2124—HENRY BERTRAM ARNOLD 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.,—Regimental number 109203. 
He enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 32 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, unwounded. He escaped May 6, 1918, spent 6 weeks in Holland, 
and was repatriated to England June 11, 1918. At one time he received a 
small pension, amounting to $7.50 per month, but this was commuted. He 
states that he applied for reinstatement. He was married in 1920 and has 4 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a carpenter, earning 45 cents 
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per hour, and since his discharge has resumed his former trade, and earned 
about $100.00 per month until about a year ago, when he engaged in farming. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
compelled to work under conditions of exposure to cold and heat which brought 
on pneumonia, for which he received no proper medical attention. As a result, 
he now suffers from chronic bronchitis, with a possibility of tuberculosis. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Apart from poor food at Dulmen camp, claimant has no complaints as 
to his stay there of 7 weeks. At Munster he was beaten for not working as 
required. Placed in cells for 7 days he complains of the intense cold and lack 
of food. He caught cold and attributes his impaired chest condition to this 
punishment. On another occasion he declares that he was successively exposed 
to the intense heat of the blast furnaces and then sent out into the cold, when 
wet with perspiration, and contracted pneumonia as a result. In hospital, he 
complains of lack of treatment, which neglect is a factor in his present disability. 
For two unsuccessful attempts to escape, he was beaten and put in cells, became 
a marked man and was subjected to almost daily abuse. He now complains 
chiefly of his chest condition, with some nervous disturbance and an injury to 
his hip. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis, 
with some suggestion of pulmonary trouble. His percentage of disability is 
stated at 50 per cent. Dr. G. W. O. Dowsley, who certifies to the foregoing, 
appeared before the Commission. He had seen claimant for the first time about 
2 months before the hearing. The chronic bronchial condition is quite definite, 
but Dr. Dowsley could not confirm the injury to claimant’s hip, complained of. 
He does not consider claimant as seriously disabled and agrees that the bron- 
chial condition may possibly have resulted from the effect of gas from which 
claimant was suffering when captured. 

Claimant made a very comprehensive statement upon repatriation. The 
charges of maltreatment in this statement are much milder than those now 
advanced by him. "While there is no serious discrepancy between the two 
statements, the general tenor of the earlier statement casts some doubt upon 
his later story. Viewing the case as a whole, I do not think I can ascribe 
claimant’s present condition of health to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of 
war. His recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
OrrawaA, December 8, 1931. Commussioner. 


CASE 2125—CHARLES EDWIN C. LONGSTAFF 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27635. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gas 
and a gunshot wound in the right leg. He was repatriated to England Novem- 
ber 18, 1918, having first been released to Holland. He had been in receipt of 
a 10 per cent disability pension, based on the injury to his leg, but this he 
commuted in March, 1921. Has applied for reinstatement. He was married in 
January, 1915, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
painter and paperhanger, at a wage of 35 cents per hour for an 8 hour day, and 
since his discharge, he took a vocational course in watch-making, but could not 
earn enough at that employment, so resumed his old trade, at the rate of from 
85 to 90 cents per hour. He was unemployed at the time of the hearing. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of several beatings, a 
blow in the face which loosened his teeth, long hours standing to attention in the 
cold and snow, insufficiently clothed, contracted typhus, and now suffers from 
extreme nervous trouble, lack of ability to concentrate or do any steady work. 
Has bad stomach disorders and suffers with chronic bronchitis. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was in hospital at Magdeburg for 16 weeks following his capture. 
Apart from rather rough treatment, he has no complaint to offer and was satis- 
fied with the medical treatment. He was then sent to Altengrabow camp, where 
he remained for over two years. Here he was beaten with horsewhips for 
refusing to work in the latrines, made to stand in the snow and ice for long 
periods because he did not work fast enough, was hit in the mouth by a German 
sergeant for no apparent reason, and had his teeth loosened. On a working 
party at Merseberg, he was struck by an officer with the flat of his sword for 
refusing to work, and at Wittenberg he received a thrashing with rubber hose 
for some minor offence. The Commandant at Altengrabow, nicknamed “ the 
Tiger,” was particularly brutal and took a joy in abusing the prisoners. Claimant 
contracted typhus and received no medical treatment. His complaints as to 
disability are quite general, chiefly relating to the condition of his nerves. 

The medical record is not very complete. Dr. A. C. Norwich appeared 
before the Commission, but apart from declaring that claimant had been pen- 
sioned for nephritis and wound in the heel, was unable to find claimant suffering 
from any particular disability. He speaks of tonsillitis and astigmatism as being 
all he can find at the present time. Claimant’s medical history files refer only 
to the wound in the heel which gives claimant some difficulty in walking. Other- 
wise he is shown to be in good condition. 

While the medical evidence is not strong in support of claimant’s plea of 
disability resulting from maltreatment, I have reached the conclusion, from a 
consideration of the evidence, that claimant was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in some disability. I would, accordingly, recommend a pay- 
ment to him of $500.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2126—WILFRED HAND 


The claimant was a Gunner with the Trench Mortar Battery—Regimental 
number 85725. He enlisted in October, 1914. He was taken prisoner June 2, 
1916, unwounded but suffering from gas. .He had been blown up. He was 
repatriated to England in November, 1918. He is in receipt of pension, amount- 
ing to $26.00 per month, now increased by 10 per cent, based upon nervous 
condition. He was married in 1922 and has two children. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed as a salesman, at a salary of $22.00 per week, and since his 
discharge resumed this occupation, earning an average of $45.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of cruel and improper 
dental treatment and beatings for refusing to do extra work. Was compelled to 
work in an iron foundry, attempted to escape and got the usual solitary confine- 
ment. He now suffers from extreme nervous trouble and mental preoccupation, 

An analysis of the evidence shows:— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp where his complaint is: limited to 
rough and brutal dental treatment in the extraction of teeth. Apparently no 
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disability has resulted. At Geseke (sic) in Westphalia, claimant complains of 
the conditions under which he was compelled to work in a cement factory, and 
punishment, in the way of exposure to the weather. He has no complaint as to 
Celle-lager and was then sent to Opaladen (sic). He was knocked about and 
singled out for ill-treatment in the iron foundry. For an attempted escape, 
claimant received a thrashing, sustained a temporary injury to his thumb and 
was sent to Friederichsfeld and attached farms. Here he was not abused, and 
wound up in a paper mill, where he complains ehiefly of the living conditions. 
Claimant suffers with his nerves. 

There is no medical evidence of record. The Provincial Parole officer, 
under whose care claimant now is, appeared before the Commission and spoke 
generally about his nervous condition. Claimant’s medical history files have 
not been produced. 

In this state of the record it is obviously impossible to find in claimant’s 
favour. His case, if disability should be established, is one purely for the Board 
of Pension Commissioners. The recital of his experiences in Germany is usual 
and he has failed to show any particular maltreatment which would account 
for the indefinite condition of health of which he now speaks. His claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 2127—THOMAS LANGSTON 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
16443. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 33 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the gas attack at St. Julien, suffering from gun- 
shot wounds in the left thigh and left arm, and the right and left sides of the 
back. He was repatriated to England January 8, 1919. He is in receipt of a 
20 per cent disability pension of $28.00 per month, based on chronic nephritis. 
His eligibility for a pension for neuritis is under consideration. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed as a fireman and labourer, earning $90.00 per month, 
and since his discharge he has been engaged in farming. 

He alleges that while held prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of three specific 
acts of brutality as follows:— 

Was put to work in a coal mine and two German civilians kicked him in the: 
small of the back. He was laid up for over a week. 

In another mine, being sick he was unable to work and lay down in the 
shaft. An under officer flogged him with a three cornered bayonet while the 
mine engineer stood by with a revolver full cock. The blows cut through the 
coat and his back was black and blue for weeks. 

At Stendal camp the medical officer gave him 3 days’ release from work, 
but the guards refused to recognize it and beat him with the butts of rifles. 

He also complains that at Roulers in Belgium a watch valued at $23, and 
English money to the equivalent of $51 was taken from him. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

The three incidents of maltreatment above referred to, and contained in 
statement of claim, are established by claimant’s testimony. Apart from these 
incidents, claimant was placed in solitary confinement several times, and also 
complains of being inoculated nine times, which, he declares, was given as a 
punishment for attempting to escape. 
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The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from nephritis, debility, 
neuritis and wasting of the left shoulder. His percentage of disability is stated 
at 50 per cent. Dr. F. D. Sinclair, who furnished the certificate, did not appear 
before the Commission, but the claimant’s pension record would appear to con- 
firm the statement as to claimant’s ailments—nephritis and neuritis. 

Quite apart from the condition in regard to which claimant is in receipt 
of pension, I consider that the evidence supports a finding that claimant was 
subjected to maltreatment while a prisoner of war which has resulted in per- 
manent disability to him. Having regard to the general observations contained 
in Opinion annexed to the present report, I would recommend a payment to 
claimant of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1981. 


CASE 2129—JAMES McCABE 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
16497. He enlisted September 22, 1914, at the age of 26 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was 
repatriated to England November 18, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. 
He was married August 15, 1923, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he 
was a seaman, and since his discharge has had practically no work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was repeatedly 
beaten and confined for refusing to work and suffered from exposure and con- 
finement. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant’s complaints are very general and stated in a confused manner. 
Taken to Giessen, he was apparently sent out to the Geisweid iron mines. For 
refusing to work, he was confined in a cell-like box over night with a steam pipe 
running through it, and, apparently passed a very uncomfortable night. He 
alleges that he was beaten into unconsciousness but furnishes no particulars. 
Removed to Butsbach, he served 3 months solitary confinement and was then 
sent to Cologne, where he underwent further imprisonment, for what reason, is not 
clear. For attempting to assist a fellow prisoner who was being beaten, claimant 
himself received a beating. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from haemorrhoids, 
chronic rheumatism, lowered blood pressure and neurasthenia. His percentage 
of disability in the general labour market is rated at 50 per cent. Dr. F. W. 
Lees, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. The 
medical history files, upon discharge, do not show anything out of the ordinary 
in claimant’s condition. He is declared to be in good physical condition and 
to be suffering from no disability. 

Clearly this is a case in which claimant has failed to establish maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war resulting in disability to him. The mere fact of captivity 
with rough treatment is not sufficient to found a claim. ‘The claim must, accord- 
ingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
_ Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 
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CASE 2130—ALEXANDER WILLIAM MacLEOD 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
46511. He enlisted September 4, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but 
suffering from gas. He was repatriated to England December 22, 1918. He is 
in receipt of a pension of $37.50 per month, based on chronic bronchitis. He 
was married September 3, 1923, and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he 
was employed as a boiler-maker’s helper at $2.50 per day, and since his discharge 
has held several positions. At the time of the hearing he was farming, no 
income stated. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that as a result 
of having to work in the salt mines, at hard labour, underfed and beaten, he 
contracted a bronchial condition which has depreciated his earning power. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Gottingen camp and then found his way to the 
notorious salt mines at Beienrode, where he remained for the period of his 
captivity. He is very frank in declaring that prisoners were not badly treated 
when they conformed to the rules and did the work assigned to them. He was 
more fortunate than many other prisoners in this mine and escaped much of the 
brutal treatment accorded to others. On one occasion, in a melee, after an 
attempted escape, he was hit in the mouth with the butt of a rifle and had two 
teeth knocked out. The prisoners were frequently beaten with bayonets but he 
appears to have been able to avoid any particular maltreatment. He complains 
chiefly that the conditions in the salt mines have weakened his lungs and chest 
and he is now unable to do any continuous work, for which condition he is in 
receipt of a pension as above noted. 

The medical record indicates that claimant is affected by a ‘‘ severe bron- 
chial condition which disables him and interferes with any occupation he may 
pursue”. He is also said to be suffering from chronic rheumatism and his 
percentage of disability is declared at 25 per cent. His condition will probably 
become aggravated in time. 

In these circumstances, having regard to the pension which claimant is 
receiving and to the general observations contained in Opinion annexed to the 
present report, I was at first inclined to regard the case as fully dealt with on 
pension, but upon further consideration, bearing in mind the fact that claimant 
underwent the rigours of the salt mines for a long period, I have reached the 
conclusion that he is entitled to an award in addition to the pension received, 
on the ground of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, 
recommend payment to claimant of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 
per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 2, 1931. Commissioner. 


‘ 


CASE 2131—WILLIAM SULLIVAN 


The claimant was a Private in the 46th Battalion—Regimental number 
782451. He enlisted June 2, 1916, at the age of 34 years, although his attesta- 
tion paper would indicate that he was 31. He was taken prisoner October 26, 
1917, suffering from a scalp wound, He was repatriated to England December 
2, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, nor has he applied therefor. He is not 
married. Prior to enlistment, he was farming for himself, at an estimated 
income of $4,000.00 per annum and since his discharge he tried to resume this 
occupation but was compelled to hire extra help due to his condition, which 
has reduced his earning capacity. 
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He alleges that. while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of persistent cruelty 
and bullying? He was injured accidentally on two occasions, was denied 
medical attention and compelled to continue working. He complains of severe 
stomach disorders due to the poor food. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was the victim of two accidents whilst working as a prisoner of war 
in Germany. In both instances he attributes these accidents to the carelessness 
of his guards, but does not go the length of saying they were intentionally 
caused. On the first occasion, at Chateau du Roi, while loading cement blocks, 
the 3rd finger of his left hand was smashed. He complains that he received 
no adequate medical attention for this wound, but it appears that the finger was 
bandaged. He now has a deformed finger. Later while loading steel, a truck 
fell back upon him injuring his ankle, from which he still suffers. He also com- 
plains that rheumatism has resulted from the damp condition of his sleeping 
quarters and that he is still crippled as a result. He speaks of being knocked 
about, but does not attribute any disability to this treatment. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from “ deformed third 
finger; defective left ankle joint; constant headaches and dizziness, following 
myalgia, back, shoulders and eyes,” attributed to cruelty while at work as a 
prisoner in Germany. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent in 
his own calling and at 75 per cent in the general labour market. His hearing 
is also said to be defective. Dr. Colin McDiarmid, who certifies to the foregoing, 
did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical board, upon dis- 
charge from the army, declares him fit, without disability. 

It will be observed that the injuries of which claimant complains were 
accidental in origin and I do not consider that, in their subsequent treatment, 
claimant has successfully made out a case of maltreatment whilst a prisoner 
of war. As to the rheumatism of which he complains, there is no medical 
evidence whatever. In these circumstances, I am of opinion that claimant 
has not proved his case. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is elsewhere. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, December 6, 1931. 


CASE 2132—GAY S. JOHNSON 


The claimant was a Private in the 44th Battalion—Regimental number 
234715. He enlisted on April 12, 1916, at the age of 25 years. He was taken 
prisoner August 23, 1917, at Lens, unwounded. He was repatriated to England 
December 7, 1918. He is not in receipt of a disability pension, and has not 
applied therefor. He was married on May 8, 1925, and has three children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was a carpenter earning $6.00 per day. Since his discharge he 
pe worked on and off at his trade, but was unemployed at the time of the 

earing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of fallen arches, 
caused by being compelled to work in wooden shoes, and of being forced to 
work whilst suffering from an injured knee. 

An analysis of the evidence revals:— 

Claimant passed through Douai and Dulmen, and, apart from food con- 
ditions, which were bad, he has no complaint of maltreatment. Sent to a mine 
near Essen, (Victoria Metias (sic)) he was compelled to work in wooden clogs 
which injured his feet, causing him intense pain at the time and leaving a dis- 
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ability. He also complains that having injured his knee in an accident, he was 
compelled to continue work, without medical attention, and still, feels the effect 
of this injury. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from a thickening of 
prepatellar bursa (sic) with formation of fluid when irritated by kneeling, has 
fallen arches in both feet. His percentage of disability is stated at 10 per cent. 
Dr. A. §. Simpson, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. Claimant’s ‘medical board, upon discharge from the service, 
declares all systems normal. It appears that prior to enlistment he suffered 
from flat feet and wore arch supports. The suggestion is conveyed that this 
condition became aggravated by the use of wooden clogs whilst a prisoner of 
war, but that this condition will disappear with wearing of arch supports. 

The material upon which claimant bases his claim for reparation is very 
meagre, both as to the fact of maltreatment and as to resultant disability. I do 
not think it necessarily follows that the wearing of wooden shoes would destroy 
the arches in claimant’s feet, and at all events it has not been shown that the 
Germans had any other footwear to give claimant. The injury to claimant’s 
knee has not been substantiated. In this state of the record, I cannot find that 
claimant has made out a case of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war, with 
resultant disability. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
| Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 


CASE 2133--MINARD GERALD HILL 


The claimant was a Private with the 29th Battalion—Regimental number 
76101. He enlisted November 9, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 19, 1916, at Ypres, suffering with a gunshot wound in the left heel 
and had his back dislocated. He was repatriated to England December 26, 
1918. He is not in receipt of pension. Prior to enlistment, he was an articled 
apprentice Land Surveyor and Civil Engineer, at $125.00 per month, and since 
his discharge has been engaged in general contracting and jobbing, income 
unstated. | 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of injuries to 
his back and head while with a reprisal company on the Russian front east of 
Riga. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant’s story of maltreatment, centres around the experiences he under- 
went when sent to Libau, on the Russian front, with a reprisal company. He has 
no complaints to offer as to his treatment in Germany proper. At the time of 
his capture his back was injured, but the effects of this injury had completely 
disappeared before he was sent to Libau, where he remained from January, 1917, 
to July, 1917. The story he tells of his treatment in Russia is very harrowing 
and is corroborated in great measure by a fellow prisoner, (Ogilvy case 2134). 
Cruelly beaten, because he was unable to bear the weight of a log which he was 
carrying along with Ogilvie, his back was again injured. He was also made to 
work after his hands had been frozen. It was explained to these prisoners that 
they were deliberately being subjected to harsh treatment as a reprisal for 
reported treatment of German prisoners by the British. It is also asserted 
that the Canadians in the party were singled out for particularly severe hand- 
ling, being regarded as mercenaries, etc. It is hardly necessary to describe in 
detail the treatment received, and, were it not for the corroboration furnished, 
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the recital would be scarcely credible. Claimant confines his claim to disability 
resulting from injuries to his back and head sustained on the occasion in question. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from pain and weakness 
in the back and legs, said to be due to injury. His percentage of disability is 
stated at 25 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour 
market. In addition to the affidavit of Dr. McKechnie furnishing the fore- 
going information, there has been filed certificate of Dr. N. E. MacDougall, to 
the effect that claimant has sinus and antrum trouble which disables him. The 
medical history files contain a summary of the treatment received by claimant 
and Ogilvie, as related by claimant, which substantially bears out the evidence 
adduced. Claimant’s medical history files show that claimant has a nasal 
obstruction, with deflected septum, and the posterior ends of the inferior tur- 
binates are enlarged. 

I have been surprised in this case that claimant was not more seriously dis- 
abled than he declares. That he was able to withstand the treatment he 
received without greater ill effects testifies to his original robustness and good 
health. In my opinion a clear case of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war 
has been made out and disability resulting therefrom has been established. 
Viewing all the circumstances, I would recommend a payment to claimant of 
$1,200.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. | 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commassioner. 
Ottawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 2134—PERCY WINFIELD . OGILVY 


The claimant was a Private in the 29th Battalion—Regimental number 
76077. He enlisted November 11, 1914, at the age of 16 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 19, 1916, at St. Eloi, suffering from shrapnel wound in the upper 
right thigh and a bullet wound through the right arm. He was repatriated to 
England December 15, 1918. He is in receipt of pension, amounting to $11.25 
per month, based on a heart disability. Prior to enlistment, he was a High 
School student, and since his discharge has held various positions as a sales- 
man, averaging about $1,500.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being sent 
with a reprisal party to the Russian front near Riga, where the treatment was 
brutal and cruel. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


This claim may be regarded as a companion case to that of M. G. HillCase 
2133. Claimant and Hill were sent to the Russian front, with a reprisal party, 
and received particularly violent and brutal! treatment, being singled out, as 
Canadians, for the harshest treatment. Claimant was beaten into unconscious- 
ness while attempting to carry a log with Hill and was left lying at the side of 
the road in the snow until fellow prisoners ventured to bring him in. Notwith- 
standing his weakened condition, he was compelled to work and received further 
severe beatings. No medical attention was given him until he was quite obviously 
unable to do anything more. The summary of his complaints above indicated, 
are corroborated by the testimony of Hill in his own case, and it is unnecessary 
further to dilate upon the cruelty and inhumanity of the treatment meted out 
by way of reprisal at this camp. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from defective vision. 
Dr. J. B. Anthony, who furnishes a certificate to this effect, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s pension files show that he suffers from dis- 
ordered action of the heart, for which he is in receipt of pension. 
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Claimant suffered particularly harsh treatment at the hands of his captors 
and it is not surprising that he has come out of it with a very definite heart 
condition. It would be difficult to credit his story of brutality, were the inci- 
dents not so clearly corroborated by the evidence of Hill. I am satisfied that 
claimant has substantiated his claim for disability resulting from maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. Viewing all the circumstances, I would, accordingly, 
recommend a payment to claimant of $1,200, with interest thereon, at the 
rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2135—JAMES NOON 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier, a Private in the Royal Dublin 
Fusiliers—Regimental number 7396. He was a Reservist who went to France 
in August, 1914, at the age of 18 years. He came to Canada to reside June 28, 
1929. He was taken prisoner August 27, 1914, unwounded. He was repatriated 
to England in December, 1919, having been held prisoner for 4 years and 123 
days. He was in receipt of a 20 per cent Imperial pension, amounting to ten 
pence per day, based on nervous disorder. This has now been cancelled. He is 
unmarried. Prior to enlistment he was employed as a grocery clerk, and since 
his discharge he was farming in Canada and, at the time of the hearing, was 
employed as a stable groom, at $25 per month and board. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of general bad treatment, 
was court-martialled, suffered close confinement, bad food, was beaten and 
kicked and suffers from impaired stomach, headaches, rheumatism and general 
debility as a result of his treatment. 


Claimant was advised, during the course of the hearing, that this Commission 
could not entertain his claim, because he had been an Imperial soldier and only 
came to Canada to reside in 1929. For reasons which have been explained 
in my report, dealing with civilian claims, the date constitutive of jurisdiction 
is January 10, 1920, when the Treaty of Versailles was ratified. I see no 
reason to apply a different principle to claimants who have been prisoners of 
war. Under full reserve of claimant’s recourses, and without dealing with the 
merits of his case, I must disallow the claim before this Commission. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2136—A. G. WOODASON 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier who came to Canada to reside in 
May 1921. He was a Gunner with the 110th Company Machine Gun Corps— 
Regimental number 108321. He enlisted at the age of 18 years and was taken 
prisoner March 22, 1918, wounded previous to capture, with a gunshot wound 
through the muscle on the left arm. He was repatriated to England in January, 
1919. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married September 4, 1928, 
and has one child. 

He complains that his wound was not treated while he was a prisoner, 
and a bandage which he placed on it himself was ripped off by a guard, causing 
it to bleed profusely. He was also compelled to work while suffering from 
influenza. He now has the use of his arm but it still throbs and is painful at 
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times. He also suffers with general weakness and headaches. He appeared 
before me at Toronto, April 18, 1931, and upon hearing from him the date of 
his arrival in Canada, several years after the close of the war, I advised him 
that he was without right before this Commission. 


Upon further consideration, this now is confirmed, I do not consider that 
this Commission has jurisdiction to entertain the claim.: The date constitutive 
of jurisdiction, in civilian cases, has been fixed as January 10, 1920, date of the 
ratification of the Treaty of Versailles. As explained in my report, I would 
propose to adopt the same principle in cases of alleged maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. Reserving to claimant all other recourses and without deciding 
the case upon its merits, I must, therefore, disallow the claim, in so far as this 
Commission is concerned. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commuissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2137—DURBAN KIRBY WAITE 


The claimant was a Private in the 24th Battalion—Regimental number 
66006. He enlisted November 4, 1914, at the age of 33 years. He was taken 
prisoner June 2, 1916, unwounded, but suffering from gas. He was repatriated 
to England January 8, 1919. He is in receipt of a 10 per cent disability pension 
amounting to $14 per month for himself and family, based on chronic bronchitis, 
mental deficiency and neurosis. He was married at the time of enlistment and has 
four children. Prior to enlistment he was employed as a checker in a foundry, 
earning $1.50 per day, and since his return to Canada, has spent most of his 
time in hospital. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of receiving a blow 
between the shoulder blades with a rifle butt. Was struck with a stick on the 
left wrist and elbow while doing farm work. Has suffered from bronchitis, 
weakness in the wrist and arm where struck, and nervous disorders. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp and was sent to work in the 
coal mines. His story is not very coherent but it would appear that he was 
struck and beaten, with some injury to his shoulders for which he received 
treatment. Later, he was at Muenster and then sent to a farm where his left 
arm was injured accidentally. He speaks of another assault upon him at a 
farm in East Prussia, when he was struck with a loaded’ stick on the wrist, 
causing injury from which he still suffers. This incident was also related by 
claimant upon repatriation, statement being contained in his medical files. The 
two statements are substantially similar. He is very confused as to later 
occurrences, but complains of being beaten for not working and upon recapture 
after an unsuccessful attempt to escape. Claimant is now undergoing treatment 
at St. Anne’s Military Hospital for nervous condition. 


The medical record indicates that claimant’s symptoms are all subjective, 
though some weakness in left hand and arm is shown. Dr. Angrove, assistant 
chief medical officer at St. Anne’s hospital, who furnishes the foregoing informa- 
tion, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files show that 
he suffers from bronchitis and neurosis and is mentally deficient. 

Claimant’s testimony was unsatisfactory and the evidence of actual physical 
disability resulting from maltreatment is very slight, but I have gained the 
impression that claimant was subjected to maltreatment, the results whereof 
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have left some permanent injury. His story coincides closely with the statement 
made by him upon repatriation, and I am inclined to give him the benefit of any 
doubt there may be. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant 
of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from the 
10th of January, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2138—HARRY STEWART LEWIS 


The above named was a:2nd Lieutenant attached to the Royal Air Force, 
formerly R.C.H.A., Regimental number 5956. He enlisted in August, 1914, at 
the age of 21 years. He was shot down while flying behind the German lines, 
the exact date unknown, but probably about April. 6, 1918. . When taken 
prisoner he had gunshot wounds in the legs and burns on the hands and face. 
He died while a prisoner, and the claim is now made by his mother, Margaret 
Annie Lewis, who was partially dependent upon him for support. From a letter, 
filed as an exhibit, 1t appears that Lewis only lived about 4 days after capture, 
and the writer of the letter gives it as his opinion that had the deceased come 
down behind the British lines he would have lived. It is inferred that the 
Germans did not give him the proper care and attention. The German doctor 
stated that pneumonia was the cause of death, but it is claimed that he died of 
neglect. Prior to enlistment, he had been employed as a clerk in a hardware 
store, earning $75 per month. 

The. mother now claims damages for the loss of the life of her son, upon 
whom she was partially dependent, alleging that he died because of neglect 
and lack of care while lying wounded as a prisoner in the hands of the enemy. 

Unfortunately this is not a claim in which I can assume jurisdiction. 
Claimant’s son lost his life through wounds incurred on service and there is no 
evidence of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. ‘The Treaty of Versailles 
—reparations provisions—does not cover a claim on behalf of a dependent 
mother in such circumstances. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2139—GHORGE POUND 


Claimant was a Private in the 8rd Battalion—Regimental number 9706. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 42 years, although upon enlistment 
he gave his age as 37. He was taken prisoner April 24th, 1915, during the 
Second Battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated to England January 
1, 1919. He was in receipt of a pension of $13 per month, based upon 
haemorrhoids, but this was discontinued, in 1921. He now has an application 
pending for reinstatement. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a brick- 
layer, earning $25 per week and after his discharge he resumed his trade, earning 
from $8 to $15 per day but has been unable to work for the past three years 
owing to the state of his health. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to 
work while ill and of being beaten over the back and ribs, resulting in a 
fractured rib; that he was compelled to work in the salt mines for 22 months. 
He now suffers from nervous debility and mental disorder. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was a man of 43 years when taken prisoner. He spent the first 
nine months at Giessen camp. For refusing to work, he was threatened with 
being shot, but otherwise was not maltreated. Sent to work on the moors, he 
was beaten by the guards, because he was unable to keep up with the work of 
carrying sods, being ill. This incident is corroborated by the evidence of a 
fellow prisoner who declares the beating was stopped by the intervention of a 
German doctor. Claimant was about six weeks in hospital as a result and 
contends that he sustained a fractured rib on the occasion in question. He was 
then sent to work in salt mines (unnamed) where he spent 22 months. The 
treatment was very bad, he was beaten for refusing to work on Sunday. Claim- 
ant complains chiefly of his nerves, sore back and a catarrhal condition which 
he ascribes to his work in the salt mines. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from dizziness and is 
highly nervous, which conditions are growing worse. His percentage of dis- 
ability is stated at 100 per cent in his own calling and at 75 per cent in the 
general labour market. Dr. V. Edmonds, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. In claimant’s medical file is contained a 
statement made by him upon repatriation which is substantially in accord 
with his testimony. Apart from haemorrhoids, for which he was in receipt of 
pension, there is nothing unusual on his file. 

It must be borne in mind that claimant is no longer young and that advanc- 
ing years will bring no alleviation to his condition. The record tends to show 
some mental unbalance in claimant, particularly as to his domestic relations, 
but this is not ascribed to his war experiences. Viewing the case as a whole 
and having regard to the time spent by claimant in the salt mines, I consider 
that he has made out a case of some disability resulting from maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him 
of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 


10, 1920, to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 38, 1931. 


CASE 2140—SAMUEL CHARLES McCONAGHY, M.M. 


The claimant was a Gunner with the lst Canadian Division Ammunition 
Column—Regimental number 43752. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 
20 years. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, at Ypres, unwounded. He 
escaped into Holland February 16, 1918, and was repatriated to England, March 
20, 1918. He is now in receipt of a 70 per cent disability pension, amounting to 
$80.50 per month, based on Diabetes Mellitus. He was married April 24, 1922, 
and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as an oiler and helper 
on machines in a lumber yard, also as a freight handler, earning $10 per week, 
and since his discharge tried various jobs at wages ranging from $25 per week 
to 40 cents per hour. Had to give up work frequently owing to ill health, and 
recently has secured a position with the Post Office, earning $1,080 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having to stand at 
attention for long periods, starvation, abuse, heavy labour and lack of medical 
attention. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent his period of captivity at Dulmen and Engers prison camps. 
From the latter he escaped. He was at Dulmen for 6 weeks and has nothing to 
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complain of except as to the food. At Engers, a particularly brutal guard made 
life miserable for the prisoners, and claimant received numerous kicks and 
blows, which, however, he admits have left no permanent disability. He com- 
plains that the treatment for boils, from which he, with others, suffered, was 
very cruel. The boils were lanced and left open without dressings. The familiar 
punishment of standing the prisoners to attention for long hours was also resorted 
to and confinement to cells was claimant’s lot for an unsuccessful attempt to 
escape. The confinement was so severe, with no food and scarcely any water 
that claimant collapsed upon his release from cells. The only disability stressed 
by claimant is diabetes which he ascribes to his experience whilst a prisoner. It 
is for this condition that he receives pension. Upon repatriation, claimant made 
a statement to the authorities, a printed copy whereof is of record. In this state- 
ment he speaks of no particular acts of brutality but refers to the food shortage 
as cruel and complains of the long hours of work. This statement is milder in 
its condemnation of prison conditions and treatment than is the testimony of 
claimant before this Commission. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from diabetes mellitus. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 90 per cent. Dr. T. M. Savage, of 
Guelph, Ont., who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission, but supplemented his certificate by a letter showing that claimant’s 
condition was very serious when he became one of Dr. Banting’s original cases 
under insulin treatment. Dr. Savage attributes claimant’s impaired health to 
the conditions under which he was forced to live and work whilst a prisoner of 
war in Germany. 

In view of the statement made by claimant upon repatriation, when events 
were fresh in his mind, I do not consider that he has succeeded in showing that 
the disability of which he now complains, can be said to result from maltreat- 
ment. His recourse is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim, 
must, accordingly be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 2142—JOHN GOURLAY 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental number 
7972. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 29 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, suffering from a bullet wound in the left forearm. He was 
released to Holland in March, 1918, and repatriated to England, November 18 
of that same year. He is in receipt of a 10 per cent disability pension amounting 
to $13 per month for himself and family, based on the bullet wound in his left 
arm. He was married at the time of enlistment and has two children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was a practising architect making about $100 per month, and 
at the present time is in the employ of the Ontario Government, as draughtsman, 
at $190 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that while compelled 
to work behind the German lines, he received shrapnel wounds in the head and 
chest and is now troubled with dizzy spells and gas around the heart as a result. 
He was kicked and beaten for not working when too ill to do so. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


There seems to be some confusion as to the wounds claimant received before 
and after capture. He was first wounded on April 24, and picked up on the 26th 
by the Germans. He received a pension for gunshot wound in the left forearm. 
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He himself tells us that he was wounded through the back and shoulder, and 
suggests that it was maltreatment on the part of the Germans to place him in a 
small hut behind the firing lines, where he was hit by one of our own shells. 
There is no merit in this contention. All claimant’s wounds must be regarded as 
received in combat. Claimant was taken to hospital at Roulers where he received 
treatment. Transferred to Abbeville he received further treatment, as to which 
he has no complaint. He was then sent to Muenster No. 2, where he remained 
until repatriated to Holland. The first six months in hospital was without inci- 
dent. Claimant then appears to have been fortunate in being given hight work 
in the post. office and has no complaint of any physical abuse. His claim is con- 
fined to impaired health due to peor food. He suffers from his nerves, his 
digestion and headaches, all of which he ascribes to his experiences whilst a 
prisoner. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from general debility. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 25 per cent, Dr. R. J. MacMillan, who 
certifies to the foregoing very generai condition, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. Claimant’s medical history files deal enly with his wounds, his general 
condition being declared normal. 

Clearly this is a case solely within the scope of the activities of the Board 
of Pension Commissioners. The claim should not have been advanced before 
this Commission. The evidence of treatment in Germany is on the whole good 
and cannot certainly qualify as maltreatment. Claimant’s disabilities, if any, 
are of nutritional origin, and, as explained in Opinion annexed to the present 
report, cannot be regarded as the result of maltreatment. The claim is, accord- 
ingly, disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commuassioner. 
Ortawa, December 6, 1931. 


CASE 2144—HENRY WILLIAM PAGE 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27561. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 35 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres suffering from a 
geunshot wound in the side of the face. He was released to Switzerland in 
August, 1916, and was repatriated to England June 15, 1918. He is in receipt 
of pension mounting to $15 per month, based on defective hearing, caused by 
gunshot wound. He was married December 23, 1922, and has no children. 
Prior to enlistment, he held various positions as a mechanic, earning up to 
forty-five cents per hour, and he is at present employed as a machine operator, 
earning $31 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of various punishments 
including beatings, solitary confinement, being compelled to stand at attention 
in all weathers, unsanitary living conditions, which have resulted in tubercular 
glands and pulmonary tuberculosis. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was gravely wounded through the head when captured. He was 
taken to Roulers hospital where he received some medical attention and was 
then transferred to hospital at Magdeburg where he remained three to four 
months. He has no complaints as to his treatment in hospital. Sent to 
Altongrabow, he was not made to work, but complains of long hours of standing 
at attention in the sun, and generally being kicked and abused. He also com- 
plains bitterly of the living conditions, which were congested, dirty and unsani- 
tary. Claimant was then sent to Mannheim for three months and _ finally 
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transferred to Switzerland. Apart from deafness in one ear—the result of his 
wound—for which he receives pension, claimant asserts that his treatment in 
Germany brought on tuberculosis for which he was treated in Switzerland and, 
while the disease has been arrested, he regards himself as disabled thereby. He 
suffers from bronchitis and his nerves. The medical record indicates that 
claimant had or has tubercular glands in the neck (cervical), tuberculosis in 
chest producing chronic bronchitis (T.B. arrested), and is totally deaf in right 
ear. His percentage of disability is stated at 80 per cent in his own calling, 
and at 100 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. Sterling L. Spicer, who 
certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s 
medical files are quite complete, showing the injured ear and the tubercular 
condition, which is arrested. 

Claimant confines his complaints to the tubercular condition. As I read 
the evidence and documents of record, this condition is consequent upon general 
living conditions in Germany and cannot be ascribed to any particular acts 
of maltreatment. Besides, upon claimant’s own statement, he apparently suffers 
no disability therefrom. As explained in Opinion annexed to the present report, 
the state of facts disclosed does not constitute maltreatment. Claimant’s 
recourse, if any, for the condition of tuberculosis, is before the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, December 6, 1931. 


CASE 2145—JOHN THOMAS FELLOWS 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27152. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 30 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
suffering slightly from gas. He was released to Holland in July, 1918, and was 
repatriated to England November 18 of that year. He is not in receipt of 
pension, but has an application pending before the board. He was married 
September 12, 1930, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was a resident 
engineer constructing a gas works, earning $25 per week and expenses, and 
since his discharge has been a draftsman with the Consumers Gas Company, 
at $42 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to 
work while unfit and being compelled to stand at attention. Received a blow 
in the chest with a rifle butt splintering the rib. Developed goitre while a 
prisoner and now suffers from stomach disorders, nervous condition and general 
debility. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Gottingen camp for more than a year. He 
states that he became poisoned by bad food and while suffering from this con- 
dition was made to work. As an N.C.O., the work was not heavy but it is 
claimant’s contention that his health was permanently impaired thereby. Sent 
to Cassel, he worked in the bush cutting wood and later spent time at Sultau, 
Hestenmoor and Aachen camps. His only complaint of brutality is that on 
one occasion he was struck on the chest with the butt of a rifle, sustaining a 
splintered rib, which caused him great pain, but has apparently left no dis- 
ability. The treatment so received has affected his nerves and induced a goitre, 
for which he underwent an operation, upon his return to Canada. He also 
complains of piles. 

4142916 
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- The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from exopthalmic goitre 
(operated July, 1923), general sinusitis, piles and varicose veins left leg. His 
percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent in his own calling and at 90 
per cent in the general labour market. Dr. F. R. Scott, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s last medical board 
upon discharge from the service, declares “all systems normal.” 

It does not follow from the evidence of record, that the goitre from which 
claimant suffers had its origin in Germany, due to maltreatment, nor has claimant 
established the connexity between his alleged nervous condition and treatment 
during his period of captivity. Even were this point satisfactorily proven, I am 
not convinced that goitre is the result of maltreatment. On the whole, I do 
not consider that claimant has succeeded in making out a case before this Com- 
mission. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2147—ROLFE BORROW WELCH 


The claimant was a Private in the 38rd Battalion—Regimental number 
9843. He enlisted in 1914 at the age of 19 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but slightly gassed. 
He was repatriated to England on January 11, 1919. He is in receipt of dis- 
ability pension, amounting to $19.50 per month, including allowances for his 
family, based on “neurosis”. He was married on July 22, 1922, and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a blue print developer, at 
a salary of $14 per week, and since his discharge has been employed as a Postal 
Clerk, at a salary of $1,740 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was continually 
beaten because of his output of work. He also complains of insufficient. food 
and clothing. He alleges a nervous condition, and chest and stomach trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

For the first 24 years of his captivity, which claimant spent at Giessen and 
Bohinte camps and attached farms, ‘claimant has little to complain of, except 
as to the heavy work and poor food. Finally he was sent to an iron foundry, 
at a place which he refers to as Georgian Mary’s factory. Here he was employed 
unloading iron ore, very heavy work, and was constantly beaten because he 
could not accomplish his quota. He complains that he was even made to work 
on Sundays, and also protests that he was compelled to wear wooden clogs 
and did not have sufficient clothing. He does not detail the physical abuse to 
which he was subjected, but contends that, as a result of his experiences at 
this foundry, his nerves have suffered and that he has a chest condition. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of 
a physician. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual, apart 
from the notation that he is in receipt of pension for neurosis. 

In this state of the record, without medical evidence to support claimant’s 
application, it is impossible to find in his favour. The only corroborative 
evidence of disability is the fact that he receives a pension, and I do not think 
that I am at liberty to infer that the condition for which he is pensioned neces- 
sarily results from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The claim is, accord- 
ingly, disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 
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CASE 2148—GEORGE HENRY WALLACE 


The claimant was a Private in the Fourth Canadian Mounted Rifles— 
Regimental No. 109657. He enlisted in November, 1914, at the age of 26 years 
and was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, slightly wounded by shrapnel in the right 
arm. He was repatriated to Holland in May, 1918, and to England in Novem- 
ber, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. Claimant was married before enlist- 
ment and now has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed in a 
wire cable works at Hamilton, Ontario, earning about $11 a week. He is 
engaged in the same employment at the present time, earning about 50 cents 
an hour when working. In all he earns from $12 to $14 a week. 

He alleges that, while a prisoner of war, he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains chiefly of having 
had to work in coal mines for about six months, where his health broke down, 
that he was hit on the head and beaten until he was black and blue. He com- 
plains of the condition of his nerves as a result of his experiences in Germany. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, where he remained about three 
months. Apart from poor food and starvation, he has no complaint to make. 
He was then transferred to Minden, where he remained for 12 months, and was 
made to work building the embankment of a canal. At a kommando to which 
he was sent near Essen, working in a coal mine, he received some physical 
brutality. Struck by the sergeant in charge, he engaged in a scuffle with him 
and was struck on the head with a shovel in the hands of the guard. He received 
no medical attention for this wound although he had a gash in his head, and 
was denied the privilege of seeing a doctor. On another occasion, while in the 
bath house, he was hit in the stomach with a rifle and about the back and 
shoulders. He does not complain of any particular disabilities resulting from 
these beatings, but says that shortly afterwards he developed a pain in the back 
which still troubles him. Apparently claimant became a marked man and was 
given punishment of standing to attention for long hours and, although suffering 
at the time, was refused medical attention. He complains only about the con- 
dition of his nerves and is rather vague as to precisely in what manner they 
have been affected by his experiences in Germany. It rather appears as though 
his main trouble is fear of the future. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia. His 
percentage of disability is stated at 384 per cent in his own calling and at 
00 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. James C. Copp, who certifies to 
the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical 
history files reveal nothing unusual, some reference being made to a condition of 
general debility, upon examination in England. 

In this state of the record, it is difficult to arrive at the conclusion that 
claimant was subjected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner in Germany, which 
has resulted in permanent disability to him. The physical abuse to which he 
was subjected does not appear to have left any permanent disability and his 
claim is not based upon an injury to his back, but is purely in respect of his 
nerves. If he suffers disability from this condition, as stated in the medical 
certificate produced, I regard this as due to the general conditions of camp life 
in Germany and, provided claimant can establish some impairment to his health, 
_ his claim should receive consideration at the hands of the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, I am of opinion that 
he has failed to make out a case. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 
41429163 
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CASE 2149—JAMES THOMAS COX 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27022. He enlisted in 1914 at the age of 38 years. He was taken prisoner 
24th April, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but suffering 
from gas. He was repatriated to England on the 8th January, 1919. He is in 
receipt of disability pension of $20 per month, including wife’s allowance, based 
on “defective hearing”. He is married, with two grown-up children. Prior to 
enlistment he was a yard foreman earning $12 per week. Since his discharge 
he has been doing casual labouring jobs, but he was at the time of the hearing, 
out of employment. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that as a result of 
refusing to work he was beaten and struck on the head. Later he.was tied to 
a boiler door till he fainted and was generally abused and ill treated. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Giessen Camp, as to which he has no complaint. 
Sent on a working party to a silver mine, he was badly beaten for refusing to 
work and struck behind the ear with the butt of a rifle, to which blow he attributes 
_his present deafness. He was transferred to Lichtenhorst, where he remained 
about one year. He was not beaten and has no particular complaints to make. 
At a sugar factory, he was punished for being unable to work, through weakness, 
by being tied to a boiler door until he collapsed. He was revived by water from 
a hose and continued to work. At Bohinte claimant was tied to a post for 
10 hours for again refusing to work. He completed his term of captivity at a 
farm where conditions were better. He complains of his hearing and impaired 
stomach condition. 

Claimant’s medical history files show impaired hearing, for which he 
receives pension. While he has not produced any other medical evidence, the 
fact of his deafness was quite evident at the hearing. 

I see no reason to doubt claimant’s account of his treatment at the silver 
mines, and, with the definite fact of disability so apparent, I consider that he 
has been successful in establishing the connexity between his impaired hearing 
and his treatment whilst a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend 
a payment to him of $800, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from the 10th of January, 1920, to date of payment. 


| ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 38, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2150—ALFRED THOMPSON 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 109642. 
He enlisted in October 1914 at the age of 16 years, though his attestation paper 
indicates that he was twenty. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, unwounded. 
He was repatriated to England November 29, 1918. He is not in receipt of 
pension and has made no application therefor. He was married in April 1919 
and has one child and was expecting a second at the time of the hearing. Prior 
to enlistment, he was working as a boy around a garage, earning $6 per week 
and at the time of the hearing was a member of the Toronto Police force earning 
about $40 per week. | 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of harsh treatment 
in a coal mine where he was beaten and struck, with injury to his leg, injury 
to his thumb through carelessness of a guard and had to work in the coke ovens 
on Sunday, until his hands were raw. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Dulmen Camp, where he remained two or three 
months. He has no complaints of his treatment here, except as to lack of food. 
Sent to the coal mines—K-47—(Recklinghausen) for 7 months he was subjected 
to long hours of standing to attention for refusing to work. Finally compelled to 
do so, claimant was sent down in the mines, where he speaks of the work and 
treatment as brutal. On one occasion he was struck by a guard and retaliated, 
with the result that the sentry was called, who, claimant declares, struck him 
across the shin bone with his rifle, skinning the ‘bone, down the leg. Placed in 
cells, he was again beaten with a rubber hose and made to continue working. 
He was finally sent to hospital where he remained for eight months, narrowly 
escaping the loss of his leg. The recital of this incident, so stressed by claimant, 
does not agree with his account of the occurrence appearing in his medical files. 
For purpose of comparison, I quote the entry there appearing as follows: ‘In 
September 1917 while a prisoner in Germany working in mine a log fell and hit 
him on right shin and wound did not heal for eight months. Has broken open 
several times since. Gives him pain when walks much.” Taxed with this incon- 
sistency in the two stories, claimant does not furnish a satisfactory explanation. 
Continuing with his experiences, claimant refers to an injury to his thumb, which 
was accidental, and charges that the German doctor ripped the nail off without 
anaesthetic. When asked as to his disabilities, he confines his complaints to the 
condition of his leg. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has a large scar on leg in front 
of tibia, skin is very thin. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent 
in his own calling and at 75 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. C. 8. H. 
Henderson, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical files, apart from the leg injury referred to, contain nothing 
unusual. 

In cases such as these, when we are compelled to rely upon the good faith 
of claimants in recounting their experiences and have very little opportunity of 
checking the accuracy of the statements made, a contradiction such as shown 
above must seriously damage a claimant’s credibility. I believe that the injury 
complained of was accidental in origin and was not due to maltreatment by the 
guards. Claimant has, therefore, failed to discharge the burden of showing a 
present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The 
claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 8, 19381. 


CASE 2160—ALBERT THOMAS MILLS 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113398. 
He enlisted in July 1915 at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner June 4, 
1916, suffering from shrapnel wounds in the right shin and right thumb. He was 
sent ‘to Holland in June 1918, and repatriated to England November 18, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of disability pension, and states that he does not intend to 
apply therefor. He was married in November 1923 and has no children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was a steamfitter, and since his discharge has been a policeman 
on the Toronto Police Force, at a salary of $42 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he did not receive 
proper attention for his wounds, injury to feet from compulsory wearing of 
wooden clogs, general abuse and that his tonsils were removed without an 
anaesthetic. 
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An analysis of the evidence. reveals: — 

Claimant spent two years at Giessen camp, the first 3 months whereof in 
hospital. He complains of lack of medical attention to his wounded thumb. His 
main complaint is that his boots were taken away from him and he was com- 
pelled to wear wooden clogs, which has resulted in permanent injury to his feet— 
ingrown toe-nails on great toes, from which he still suffers. He also speaks of 
some chest trouble. In general, his complaints of physical brutality are not 
considerable. While he was hit and beaten, no disability resulted therefrom. 
For unsuccessful attempts to escape, he received the usual solitary confinement. 
Since his return to Canada, claimant has undergone two operations upon his toes. 
He suffers also, periodically with his stomach. 

The medical record indicates that claimant had ingrown toe-nails—both 
great toes—necessitating cutting out of each nail, and suffers from bronchitis. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 10 per cent in his own calling and at 50 
per cent in the general labour market. Dr. Fred C. Marlow, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files show nothing unusual, his last medical board, upon discharge from the 
service, declaring all systems normal. 

I can see no reason for the assertion of this claim before this Commission. 
If claimant has suffered the disability claimed, the proper forum for redress is 
the Board of Pension Commissioners. He is apparently under the common 
misapprehension that this Commission has been set up to supplement or increase 
awards made by the Pensions Board. The claim fails, and is, accordingly, 
disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2161—WILFRED MORRISON 


The claimant was a private in the 4th Canadian Mounted Rifles,—regimental 
number 109506. He enlisted in September 1914 at the age of 21 years, was taken 
prisoner June 2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England in December 
1918. He is not in receipt of pension, but has made application therefor. 
Claimant was married on June 4, 1919, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed in railroading, as a car checker, and earned $60 a month. He 
is now with the Brewers Warehouse Association, and earns $25 a week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being made to 
work in the coal mines, contracted blood poisoning in his finger and through lack 
of medical attention and deliberate intent to maim, he has a permanently stiff 
finger. He also complains of the punishment given him for uc to escape. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was taken to Dulmen Camp, as to which he hast no complaints. 
Sent to a stone quarry near Friedrichfeld, he escaped, was recaptured, beaten and 
served 14 days in cells at Munster. Sent to coal mines at Lunen, for refusing 
to work, he was ill-treated, placed in a room with the steam on, until compelled 
to consent to work. In the mines he poisoned his finger, was denied treatment, 
compelled to work and finally, after 10 days, was admitted to hospital and under- 
went an operation. The hand began to heal, but claimant charges that a nurse 
cut the cord during a dressing and then laughed at claimant. To this treatment, 
he attributes a permanently disabled finger. Claimant’s statements, made upon 
repatriation, and appearing in his medical files, are in substantial accord with 
his testimony. As to the rest of his period of captivity, claimant speaks of 
general rough treatment but does not claim any disability resulting therefrom. 
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He admits he is not seriously disabled. For a second attempt to escape he was 
again beaten and given cells. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has an anklyosis of the Ist and 
2nd joints of left index finger. His percentage of disability is stated at 10 per 
cent. Dr. C. 8. Henderson, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before 
the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files contain a full statement as to 
the cause of the injury to his finger. 

Claimant is in good health and confines his complaint to the disability 
to his finger. I have read the evidence very carefully relating to the alleged 
cause of this disability, and, without in any way wishing to doubt claimant’s 
version, I think there is great doubt as to whether the injury was intentional. 
I am inclined to think it was accidental and while it may be classed as an act 
of gross carelessness on the part of the nurse, I would require more positive 
evidence to reach a finding that it was deliberate maltreatment. The claim 
is, accordingly, disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Otrawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 2162—GEORGE DRAPER 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 109120. 
He enlisted in November, 1914, at the age of 23 years and was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, unwounded. Repatriated to England in December, 1918, he is 
in receipt of a disability pension amounting to $24 per month, based on neuras- 
thenia. He is married and has seven children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a screen man for a Brick Company, at the rate of pay of $12 
per week and house. Since his discharge, he has been employed on sign construc- 
tion work, at the rate of $27 per week, but he is at present unemployed. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the food 
conditions, that he was twice beaten and rendered unconscious, and stabbed 
with a bayonet. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, where he spent six weeks under 
conditions of inadequate food. He was then sent to the notorious K-47 camp, 
attached to Dulmen, where he remained 18 months. He was beaten into 
unconsciousness with a rubber hose because he could not understand the guards 
and again beaten with a rifle butt about the body and legs until he collapsed. 
As a result he was in hospital for eight weeks, his legs being so weak he could 
not stand on them. He was made to stand to attention and placed in front of 
the coke ovens as a punishment for not completing the work assigned to him. 
He spent six weeks in Munster hospital, and was then sent to K-147, for a 
year. Here, for refusing to work he was beaten, confined to cells and on one 
occasion stabbed with a bayonet by a guard because he resented the action 
of a woman on the street who spat in his face. He complains of his nerves, 
pains in head, dizziness and impaired hearing, all of which he ascribes to his 
experience in Germany. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia and 
that his hearing is impaired from inner ear injury. His percentage of disability 
is stated at 100 per cent. Dr. F. S. Park, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. From an examination of claimant’s medical 
files, it would appear that the above statement of disability is somewhat exag- 
gerated, but it is clear that claimant’s health is impaired, his nervous system 
chiefly being affected. 
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Claimant’s testimony was given in a frank and convincing manner and I 
have no reason to doubt the accuracy of the statements made or that injury 
resulted from the treatment given him. He has, therefore, met the requirements 
of showing some present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner 
of war. I would recommend a payment to him of $700 with interest thereon 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 2163—ROBERT BROWN 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27867. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 44 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, slightly gassed, but states 
that shortly previous to his capture he had fallen in the trench and sustained 
a broken breastbone and a rupture. He was repatriated to England December 
22,1918. He is in receipt of disability pension, amounting to $11.50 per month, 
based on “ conjunctivitis and right bubonocele.” He is married and has. four 
children, three over the age of twenty-one years, and one aged 11 years. Prior 
to enlistment, he was checker in a Carpet Works, earning $12 per week. Since 
his discharge he has been employed as a musician at $45 per week, then as 
an attendant at a hospital, at $44 per month, but at the time of the hearing 
was out of employment. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
given no medical attention for his wounds nor for bronchitis and catarrh, which 
he contracted as a result of exposure whilst at work, and that in consequence, 
his hearing has become impaired and the tear duct of one eye is affected. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant is an old soldier, having served in the South African war and the 
Zululand campaign, of 1888. He spent the first year of his captivity at 
Gottingen camp, working on the building of roads. His only complaint is that 
he reecived no medical attention for his injured chest and hernia, but was made 
to work, which aggravated the condition. He was next sent to Cassel and 
Langensalza camps. The heavy labour in lumbering work and exposure to the 
weather and continued refusal of medical attention are claimant’s grievances 
at these camps. He complains of colds and deafness with some eye affection. 
Claimant’s defective hearing was never reported during his medical examina- 
tions. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from bronchitis and nasal 
catarrh, with deafness; has broken breast bone and inguinal hernia, lacrymal 
infection and obstruction nasal duct. His percentage of disability is stated at 
50 per cent. Dr. Frank Abbott, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files are very complete. 
The chest injury and hernia were sustained before capture, due to a fall. The 
eye condition which developed in Germany is ascribed possibly to claimant’s 
prewar occupation. There is no mention of any ear trouble. 

Claimant is no longer young and must expect the usual diminishment of 
vigour which accompanies advancing years. I cannot say, from the evidence, 
that he has shown any aggravation of his injuries as the result of any maltreat- 
ment whilst a prisoner of war. His impairment of hearing, as far as I can 
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learn, is not shown to be the result of ill-treatment. Viewing all the circum- 
stances, I do not consider that claimant has established any connexity between 
his present condition and his experiences in Germany. The claim must, accord- 


ingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 2164—HARVEY WALLACE 


The claimant was a Sapper in the 2nd Canadian Tunnelling Co. He en- 
listed in September, 1915, at the age of 37,—Regimental No. 503211. He was 
taken prisoner June 2, 1916, at Mount Sorrel, unwounded, but had been gassed 
a few days previously. He was repatriated to England from Holland on 
November 18, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, and has not applied there- 
for. He was married on July 7, 1919, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, 
he was engaged as a miner, earning not less than $1,800 per annum. Since his 
discharge he has been engaged in various occupations, including a period of 
four years at his former occupation of mining, at $5.30 per day, and is now 
employed as Club Steward for the Vancouver Branch of the Canadian Legion, 
at a salary of $85 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of rheumatism, 
nervous debility, and loss of memory, induced by brutality, neglect, exposure 
and general ill treatment. He states that his health has been so undermined 
that he will never again be able to earn his living in his proper occupation, that 
of miner. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

The complaint in this case is general and relates to living conditions, 
poor food and minor punishment. Although a non-commissioned officer, his 
rank had not been confirmed and he was exposed to rough handling for refusing 
to work. He has no complaint as to Dulmen camp, but complains of rough 
treatment at Pruschius where he was made to stand at attention for long 
periods. Refusal to give the prisoners their parcels is another bitter complaint. 
At Ayrs, in Prussia, there was no particular brutality, but claimant refers to 
the inoculations he was forced to undergo as having damaged his health. He 
complains of rheumatism which incapacitates him, and of nervousness. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from acute rheumatism. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. In addition to the cer- 
tificate of Dr. J. Bonnell to this effect, certificate of Dr. A. E. Kelman is filed 
to the effect that claimant suffers from periodic attacks of acute rheumatism 
with severe nervous debility. Neither doctor appeared before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical board, upon discharge, declare him fit and does not note any 
disability. 

In these circumstances it is difficult to ascribe claimant’s rheumatic con- 
dition to his experiences as a prisoner of war. It is true that he may not have 
been as comfortably housed as he might have been, but these conditions were 
quite general. Viewing the entire record, I cannot say that claimant has estab- 
lished a case of disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of 
war. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M, McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 
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CASE 2165—PETER NELSON 


Claimant is of Danish birth, but came to Canada to reside in 1910 and 
became naturalized as a British subject in 1923. He enlisted November 9, 
1914, in the 29th Battalion,—Regimental No. 76227, and was taken prisoner on 
November 1, 1915. He escaped on November 15, 1916. He is unmarried. He 
is not in receipt of pension but has made application therefor. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed as a surveyor’s chain man, and he was unemployed at 
the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that immediately 
after capture he was struck with the butt of a rifle in the back of the neck, 
injuring the skull, and when being inoculated against typhus claims that the 
needle was inserted too deep underneath the heart. Was struck on the nose 
twice at Munster and has had difficulty in breathing ever since. He made 
two unsuccessful attempts to escape and was placed in solitary confinement in 
a concrete tank and developed a sore back. Was compelled to work at digging 
canals in water to the knees. He received a terrific beating after the second 
attempt to escape. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


In his statement of claim, claimant alleges a blow on the head immediately 
after capture. In his evidence it would appear that this incident ocurred while 
he was being captured, and cannot, therefore, be regarded as maltreatment. 
His testimony covers the incidents of maltreatment set out in his statement of 
claim, but it is significant that a copy of claimant’s statement made upon 
repatriation, when the events were fresh in his mind, gives a much milder 
account of his experiences. He now complains of the injury to his nose and a 
lame back. 

The medical record consists of a certificate from Dr. T, V. Curtin, to the 
effect that claimant is suffering from mediastinal and bronchial thickening with 
emphysema. Claimant’s medical files show nothing unusual, but refer to his 
having sustained a fractured skull which causes no disability. 

Much of claimant’s punishment resulted from his attempts to escape, and 
from a comparison of his testimony and his statement upon repatriation, I am 
inclined to think that claimant has somewhat exaggerated the hardships he 
underwent. ‘There is no evidence in the record establishing that any present 
disability results from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His claim, if — 
any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. It is, accordingly, dis- 
allowed. 

ERROL M,. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2166—ARTHUR DONOVAN CORKER 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
16874. He enlisted September 22, 1914, at the age of 20 vears. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the battle of Ypres, suffering from a slight flesh 
wound in the right wrist and left thumb, and gas. He escaped from imprison- 
ment June 19, 1918, and was repatriated to England July 19, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 40 per cent. disability pension, amounting to $52 per month for 
himself, his wife and children, based on defective hearing. He was married 
January 1, 1924, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
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as clerk in the Bank of Nova Scotia, and later as assistant manager of a 
branch of a flour milling company at Nanaimo, B.C., at $75 per month, and 
since his discharge has had several occupations ranging from farming, railroad 
construction, millwright to carpentering, from 62 cents per hour to $1 per hour. 
He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of confinement 
to cells and lack of food, blows on the head, lack of medical attention. States 
that his permanent deafness is the result of his treatment while held prisoner. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant has told a very clear story of his period of captivity at Giessen 
camp, and the working commandoes to which he was sent. There is also of 
record a very complete and comprehensive statement by claimant made upon 
his return to England. He furnishes what must be regarded as the most accurate 
picture of camp life, and treatment at Giessen and surrounding camps. Claimant 
made 7 attempts to escape, the last of which was successful, on June 7, 1918. 
Upon recapture after 6 unsuccessful attempts he received the usual confinement 
of 14 days and on one occasion 10 days additional. He complains of being 
beaten by the guards at Staudt. He was hit over the head and according to 
the testimony of a fellow prisoner (S. Ramsden, Case No. 1963) was “ knocked 
out.” Apart from inadequate food and ardous work, claimant has no other 
particular complaint to make. He speaks of conditions in the camp as generally 
fair and estimates Giessen to have been one of the best prison camps. He 
attributes his defective hearing, as to which he is in receipt of pension, to 
confinement in dark cells on short rations and possibly the blow on the head 
referred to. 

Claimant’s pension file indicates that he suffers from defective hearing. 
This condition was very evident at the hearing, in Vancouver. It also appears 
that his hearing was never very acute, due possibly to diphtheria in childhood, 
and several attacks of tonsilitis previous to enlistment. It is found, however, 
that his disability was aggravated by service and that his condition will be 
permanent. 

In this state of the record it is extremely difficult to determine whether 
claimant’s deafness in whole or in part may be attributed to maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. Claimant related his experiences in a most convincing 
manner and IJ have every reason to believe that his story is accurate, particularly 
as it accords closely with the statement made by claimant upon repatriation. 
After very careful consideration, upon a view of the whole case, I have reached 
the conclusion that his treatment as a prisoner of war has contributed to his 
disability, and that he was, in fact, subjected to such maltreatment as would 
be likely to bring about the condition complained of. I would, accordingly, 
recommend a payment to claimant of $1,000 with interest thereon, at the rate 
of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920 to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commussioner. 
Ortawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2167—_JOHN LOMAX 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier, a Private in the 26th Northumber- 
land Fusiliers—Regimental No. 42425. He first came to Canada July 18, 1920. 
He enlisted in England December 14, 1915, at the age of 30 years. He was 
married at the time of enlistment and has two children now of age. He was 
taken prisoner April 11, 1918, at Armentiers, unwounded. He was repatriated 
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to England November 29, 1918. He had been in receipt of a 30 per cent dis- 
ability pension amounting to 10/6 per week, based on valvular disease of the 
heart, but he commuted this pension in 1923 for about $300. Prior to enlistment 
he was employed as a cotton weaver in the old country, earning about 30 shillings 
per week, and after discharge returned to this employment but later came to 
Canada and tried farming. He was unemployed at the time of the hearing due 
to the fact that he cannot use his left arm. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been con- 
fined to a dungeon for five weeks and given but little food and water. There 
were 350 other prisoners in the dungeon, and when he was released he was 
weak and emaciated. He suffers from trembling in the legs and arms and has 
neurasthenia and heart trouble. 

It was explained to claimant, at the hearing, that as he had not served 
with a Canadian unit and only came to Canada to reside after the date of the 
ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, viz., January 10, 1920, this Commission 
was without jurisdiction to entertain the claim. Upon further consideration of 
the matter, this view is confirmed. For reasons explained in my general report, 
the date constitutive of jurisdiction is January 10, 1920. Reserving, therefore, 
to claimant all his recourses, and without dealing with the case upon its merits, 
I am compelled to disallow: it before this Commission. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2168—MRS. F. CROUCHER: 


Claim is made by the mother of George James Adams, a Private in the 
15th Battalion—Regimental number 27615. He enlisted in August, 1914, when 
he was slightly over 16 years of age, was taken prisoner and spent some time 
in Germany. His own claim was dealt with by the previous Commissioner 
(case No. 1368, p. 504 of the Friel Report). He received an award of $2,000 
with interest from January 10, 1920, on account of maltreatment as a prisoner 
of war. 

Claim is now advanced by the mother, the boy being in California, seeking 
compensation for the worry and trouble which claimant has suffered through the 
imprisonment of her son. She declares that his entire moral fibre has been 
ruined; that he has been in prison several times, and furnishes claimant with 
no support. The boy went over-seas a fine upstanding, straightforward young 
man, but as a result of his imprisonment and treatment his whole nature has 
changed and his life has been ruined. 

At a hearing, held at Vancouver, January 21, 1931, Mrs. Croucher appeared, 
and it was explained to her that no claim on her behalf could be entertained. 

It 1s obvious that the reparation provisions of the Treaty of Versailles deal- 
ing with prisoners of war relate only to the claim of the prisoner himself. The 
indirect damage, if damage it be, sustained by a parent as a result of maltreat- 
ment to a son does not fall within the purview of the Treaty. The claim must, 


accordingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ortrawa, December 4, 1931. 
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CASE 2169—DOMINIC DOLGA 


The claimant was a Gunner with the First Canadian Field Artillery— 
Regimental number 37422. He enlisted September 22, 1914, at the age of 19 
years, according to the military records, but states that he was only 17. He was 
taken prisoner June 3, 1916, at Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated to Eng- 
land, December 5, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married in 
January, 1919, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was unemployed 
and since his discharge, has been doing any work he can get. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the loss of £50 
and a gold watch and chain and locket to the value of $75, also a ring worth 
£2. Attempted to escape, was captured, placed in confinement and beaten with 
a rifle, two ribs being broken and his back injured. He cannot now do heavy 
work, 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:—— 

Claimant complains of one incident of maltreatment only. After capture 
he was taken to Dulmen camp and from there to Duisburg. He attempted to 
escape, was recaptured, put in a “black hole” and beaten by his guards, as a. 
result of which he had two ribs broken and his back was injured. In addition 
he declares that certain personal effects, as shown in his claim, were taken from 
him by his captors. 

The medical record is entirely silent as to claimant’s condition. He has not 
filed the usual certificate of a physician indicating disability. Subsequently to 
the hearing, an X-Ray report was furnished which shows that claimant has had 
a fracture of the 4th right rib anteriorily, which has healed in good position. 
No other lesions are detectible. 

In this state of the record, it is clearly impossible to find that claimant 
has sustained disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. 
He has failed to discharge the burden of establishing these two essential facts. 
Nor do I consider his claim for loss of personal effects has been proven. If any 
such allowance is to be made, some corroboration must be furnished, not only 
as to the loss of the effects, but also as to their value. In these circumstances, 
I am compelled to disallow the claim. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 2170—LYAL REA 


The claimant was a Private in the 79th Battalion, and subsequently trans- 
ferred to the 43rd Battalion—Regimental No. 151894. He enlisted on October 
2, 1915, at the age of 24. He was taken prisoner September 21, 1915, on the 
Somme, suffering from a gunshot wound in the skull. He was repatriated to 
England on December 20, 1918. He is in receipt of a disability pension amount- 
ing to $21 per month, based on gunshot wound head and myalgia. He was 
married January 26, 1920, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
a butcher. Since his discharge he has held various. positions, and is now em- 
ployed with the Pat Burns Co., at a salary of $130 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. Made to werk when ill, beaten 
and driven to it by the guards, and inadequate food, are the grounds upon which 
claimant puts forward his claim. He states that he suffers from recurring pains 
in the head and back, and that his back has been rendered permanently weak. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant received medical attention for his scalp wound shortly after cap- 
ture. The bullet was removed and apparently there is no complaint as to mal- 
treatment on this score. He was sent to Hamein camp, and apart from the 
occasional blow has no complaint as to his treatment here. From Hameln he 
went to a munitions factory near Hanover. Being unaccustomed to the arduous 
labour required he was taken ill, and went to barracks without permission. He 
was beaten by the guards with rifle butts and forced back to work. He then 
found himself in an officers camp where conditions were fairly good. The com- 
plaint is based upon the fact that claimant was compelled to work when he was 
not fit. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has a scar on the top of his 
head causing frequent headaches, and complains of pain and tenderness in back, 
ageravated by movement, with pain and swelling inner side of instep of both feet. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 25 per cent. No medical evidence was 
adduced before the Commission, and claimant’s medical history files refer merely 
to gunshot wound in head and myalgia. Claimant admits that his back con- 
dition arose before he went overseas, at Brandon Camp. 

In this state of the record, the disability, if any, now suffered by claimant, 
is due to service conditions, and cannot be ascribed to maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. His recourse is not before this Commission. The claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 


CASE 2171—CARMAN LIVIE JACKSON 


The claimant was a Private in the 44th Battalion—Regimental number 
865956. He enlisted March 22, 1917, at the age of 19 years. He was taken 
prisoner August 28, 1917, unwounded. He was repatriated to England Decem- 
ber 9, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension but may apply therefor. He was 
married November 15, 1923, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
engaged in farming and since his discharge has returned to that occupation, and 
manages to make a living. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of blows on the hand 
from civilian guards in a coal mine and of long hours of punishment standing 
to attention. He now suffers with pains in his shoulder and down his back 
which handicaps him in his farm work. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for 15 months, the first three months 
of which, at Dulmen, as to which he has ne complaint. The 12 months at Essen, 
where he was employed in a coal mine, give rise to his claim. He mentions 
two acts of maltreatment. On one occasion he allowed a stone wagon which 
he was operating to get off the track. Blamed for this, he was set upon by 
three civilian workers with pick handles, beaten and kicked low on the right 
side and was also hit across the hand, from both of which injuries he suffered 
for some time. His other complaint is that he was made to stand at attention 
for 7 hours at a time, for minor breaches of discipline. This punishment was 
inflicted two or three times. As a result of this treatment, claimant still suffers 
pains through his shoulders and. down his back, which incapacitates him in his 
vocation of farmer. 
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The medical record indicates that claimant suffers “pain and slight loss of 
function right shoulder and arm. Pain in lumbar region.” His percentage of 
disability is stated at 10 per cent. Dr. L. C. Stewart, who certifies to the fore- 
going, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files 
show no disability resulting from service. 

Claimant is slightly disabled, but I do not consider that he has succeeded in 
showing that this disability results from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. 
There may be many explanations for claimant’s weakened shoulder and back 
and it does not necessarily follow, from a recital of his experiences in Germany, 
that the inception of his trouble arose there. The claim must, accordingly, be 


disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 2173—JOHN McKINNEY 


The claimant was a Lance Corporal in the 7th Battalion—Regimental 
number 16917. He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 34 years, although, 
on attestation, his age would appear to have been 30. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from 
gas. He was released to Holland in September 1918 and repatriated to England 
November 23 of that year. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married 
June 7, 1926, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed in 
Railway construction at $36 per week, and since his discharge has been with the 
Imperial Oil Company, at Vancouver, at $36 per week and at present is employed 
as a labourer earning $4 per day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being beaten and 
having his nose broken for refusing to Join with the Germans in the formation 
of an Irish Brigade. Also had cash and jewellery taken from him to the value 
of $800. He now suffers from catarrh, stomach trouble, and deafness as a 
result of having had his nose broken. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

The claim is confined to one particular act of maltreatment. After his 
capture claimant was taken to Giessen camp, thence to Lembush. With other 
Irish prisoners, he was invited to join the battalion being recruited by Sir Roger 
Casement. For refusing, he was beaten by the guards and alleges that he was 
knocked down, hit on the nose with the butt of a rifle, had three teeth knocked 
out and his nose broken. His appearance indicates an injury to the nose. In 
addition claimant alleges that personal property—trings and jewellery was taken 
from him by his captors and has never been returned. He places a value upon 
these effects of $800. 

- The medical record indicates that claimant has been treated for stomach 
trouble and cattarrh of the nose. The affidavit of Dr. F. W. Lees indicates 
an old fracture of the nose with great deviation of septum, left side, and absence 
of lower incisor teeth. No percentage of disability is stated. This condition 
is borne out by certificate of Dr. C. R. Symmes, who has treated claimant for 
catarrh, but neither of these medical men testified before the Commission. 
Claimants last medical board, upon his discharge, declares him to be fit, with no 
indication of any injury. 

Claimant bears very clear marks of an injury to his nose, and I have no 
reason to doubt the accuracy of his testimony as to how this occurred. There 
is evidence in other files, of the brutal treatment given prisoners who refused 
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to join the “Irish Brigade’. The medical evidence supporting the claim to 
disability resulting from the injury is not strong but, I consider that I am 
justified in finding that claimant was subjected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner 
of war which has resulted in some disability to him. The claim for loss of 
personal effects fails for want of substantiation. Some corroboration is required 
in such a case. Viewing all the circumstances, | would recommend a payment to 
claimant of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 

Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2176—GEORGE HARVEY 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier who came to Canada to reside 
April 26, 1927. He enlisted December 11, 1915, and was called for service 
August 31, 1917, in the Yorkshire Regiment—Regimental number 35763. He 
was then 24 years of age and married. He now has eleven children. He was 
taken prisoner May 27, 1918, at Amiens, unwounded. He was repatriated to 
England November 24, 1918. He is not in receipt of a pension. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed as a car man in the old country, earning £4 per week 
and is now engaged as a blacksmith’s helper at about $110 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of hard labour and 
starvation diet resulting in lung trouble and nervous condition. When he 
appeared before me at Montreal May 21, 1931, I explained to him that as he 
did not come to Canada until 1927, this Commission could not entertain the 
claim for want of jurisdiction. 

Upon further consideration, the view so expressed at the hearing is confirmed. 
As explained in my general report, it is only in cases in which claimant became 
resident in Canada prior to January 20, 1920, date of the ratification of the 
Treaty of Versailles, that this Commission has authority to act. In these 
circumstances, reserving to claimant whatever recourses he may have and 
without deciding the case upon its merits, I am compelled to disallow it before 


this Commission. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2177—CAPTAIN HESKETT ST. JOHN BIGGS 


The claimant was a Captain in the 29th Battalion. He enlisted on Novem- 
ber 3, 1914, at the age of 23, and received his commission later. He was taken 
prisoner April 9, 1916, at St. Eloi, suffering from a bayonet wound in the left 
leg. He was repatriated to England on November 18, 1918. He is in receipt 
of a 100 per cent disability pension amounting to $145.33 per month, based on 
tuberculosis. He was married on November 28, 1914, and has three children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as an audit clerk, at a salary of $100 
per month. Almost immediately following his discharge from the army he was 
employed for a period of four months with the Employers Association, in Van- 
couver, at a salary of $100 per month and commission, but has ever since been 
unemployed and undergoing medical treatment and hospitalization. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. His complaint is that lack 
of proper food is principally responsible for his present condition of health, 
- and he also states that living conditions generally were bad, and unsanitary. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

This is a distressing case. Claimant is in receipt of a 100 per cent pension 
for tuberculosis. He was wounded in the thigh when captured and after passing 
through Thielt, where he remained for three weeks, was sent to the following 
camps: Bischofswerda, Crefeld, Strohenmoor (sic) and Holzminden. As an 
officer he was not compelled to work, nor does he complain of any acts of 
particular brutality. His complaint is confined to inadequate and poor food, 
improper accommodation which induced the illness from which he now suffers. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from tuberculosis. He 
went to California some years ago for the benefit of his health, and has been 
in the care of Dr. Scott D. Gleeten, of Moravia, Cal., for some 7 years, who 
certifies that he has been wholly incapacitated for the greater part of that time. 

From the file it would appear that claimant considers an award should 
be made as an adjunct to his pension. He does not appear to appreciate that 
reparation and pension are two very distinct matters. From the record, I cannot 
find that claimant was subjected to any particular form of maltreatment whilst 
a prisoner of war. He underwent the general conditions prevailing in prison 
camps throughout Germany, which were bad, but, as stated in general Opinion 
annexed to the present report, these cannot constitute the basis of a claim for 
disability resulting from maltreatment. Claimant’s health, evidently, was not 
robust enough to withstand the strain of his imprisonment, but this weakness 
can hardly be charged to the enemy. His recourse is before the Board of 
Pension Commissioners, which appears to have dealt fully with his case. His 
claim, before this Commission, must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. MceDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 


CASE 2178—GEORGE AITHIE 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
47317. He enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 36 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at Ypres. He states that, when captured, he was 
suffering from a wound in the right eye, and was also gassed, but the military 
record states that he was not wounded. He was released to Switzerland in 
December, 1917, and repatriated to England December 19, 1918. The Military 
records state that he is in receipt of a disability pension, based on defective 
vision, but the claimant denies that he has received any pension whatever. He 
states, however, that about October, 1930, he applied for a pension, on the ground 
of loss of sight and general disability. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a lineman by the Bell Telephone Co., at a rate of pay of $2.25 per day and 
board, and since his discharge has been employed in the lumber camps in B.C. 
He was unemployed at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He states that he suffered 
loss of teeth, and also contracted swollen legs and ankles whilst working in a 
mine. He also complains that he was struck in the jaw by a German Officer, 
and that in the fall he hit a steel ear and injured his neck. He alleges that by 
reason if this treatment he suffers from dizziness and headaches. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant declares that he lost the sight of his right eye, when wounded 
before he was captured, and would not submit to an operation in Germany 
fearing the treatment he might receive. He was taken to Gottingen camp, and ° 
has no complaint of his treatment there. Transferred to Hameln, he was sent 
to a punishment mine (unnamed) in 1917, where he remained until released 
to Switzerland in that year. He complains that he was struck in the jaw by 
a German Officer for not working satisfactorily and fell against a car from the 
blow, becoming unconscious. It was then that he was released to Switzerland. 
He also complains that he suffered from swollen legs which he ascribes to work- 
ing in the mine. 

No medical evidence has been adduced or filed of record, outside of claim- 
ant’s pension files. He is declared to be suffering from ‘ defective vision, due 
to conditions of active service and prisoner of war.” It should be noted that 
while claimant’s record shows that he is in receipt of pension, he declares that 
he has not received same. 

It seems clear from the record that the injury to claimant’s eye occurred 
before he was captured, and there is nothing to establish that it became aggra- 
vated as a result of any maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. Nor does the 
record establish any disability resulting to claimant from the blow to which 
he refers. In these circumstances no award can be made to claimant, and his 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 2179—ROBERT SIMONS 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27542. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 28 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffer- 
ing from a touch of gas. He was repatriated to England January 1, 1919. 
He is in receipt of a 15 per cent disability pension, amounting to $15 per month 
for himself and his wife, based on neurasthenia. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a boiler-maker earning $2,500 per annum and since his discharge 
he has been employed at intermittent day labour. He was married April 21, 
1922, and has no children. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to 
work in the salt mines for two and one-half years, was beaten and abused, 
peetatny in the hand, suffered from boils, received no treatment and generally 
abused. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant was one of the unfortunate prisoners who experienced the German 
salt mines. We are not as familiar with the mine to which he was sent, Vogel- 
beck (parent camp Hameln) as we are with some of the others, but the condi- 
tions related are very similar. Claimant suffered intensely from boils, but was 
compelled to continue working—at one time he had as many as twenty boils. 
The third finger of his left hand became infected and so cruel was the medical 
treatment given him—just a blow to break the inflammation—that the tendon 
was injured and the finger has become permanently disabled. Claimant was 
also in Gottingen and Hameln camps, but stresses chiefly his treatment in the 
salt mine referred to as the basis of his claim of maltreatment. He received 
beatings, was confined to cells for an attempted escape, also received a thrash- 
ing. He complains chiefly of his disabled finger and speaks also of his nerves. 
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The medical record indicates that claimant suffers loss of flexion left third 
finger, extreme nervous instability, restless sleeping and recurring severe dysen- 
tery. His percentage of disability is unstated in his own calling and at 50 per 
cent in the general labour market. Dr. H. C. Graham, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files show disordered heart action and debility, for which he is in receipt of 
a pension. The injury to the finger is noted as constituting a weakness. Claim- 
oe testimony is substantially borne out by the information in his medical 

es. 

The fact of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war with resultant disability 
—to claimant’s finger—is clearly proven. In these circumstances claimant has 
established the necessary elements to entitle him to an award. Viewing all 
the facts, and particularly bearing in mind that claimant spent over two years 
in the salt mines, I would recommend a payment to him of $800, with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date 
of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 2181—ROBERT HAMMON (Deceased) 


Claim is presented on behalf of Mrs. EK. Parr, half sister of the above 
deceased soldier, who died at the Laurentian Sanatorium, at St. Agathe des 
Monts, on April 29, 1922. It appears from the record that the deceased was 
discharged from the army on March 21, 1919. He had enlisted in August, 
1914, with the 13th Battalion—Regimental number 24262, at the age of 26 
years. He was taken prisoner on April 19, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated 
to England on December 15, 1919. The foregoing information is taken from 
his files. | 


The only evidence adduced before the Commission was the testimony of 
a son of the claimant, James Robert Parr, who could furnish no particulars of 
the treatment received by the deceased in Germany. It is inferred that he 
contracted tuberculosis whilst a prisoner of war, and the claim is apparently 
put forward on the ground of dependency. 


It is obvious that a claim for dependency cannot lie in the circumstances, 
even had dependency been established. Claim for maltreatment is personal 
to the victim and is not transmitted to his heirs. In the second place, there 
is nothing to establish maltreatment, nor does it necessarily follow that 
the disease from which deceased died. results from the experiences he may have 
undergone during his period of captivity. The deceased’s medical files show 
that he was suffering from tuberculosis of the lungs, the date of origin being 
given as September 11, 1919, the place of origin, Canada. 


In these circumstances, there is nothing in the record to justify a finding 
in claimant’s favour and the claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commussioner. 


Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 
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CASE 2182—HARRY MELLOWDEW MITTON 


The claimant was a signaller Corporal in the Ist C.M.R.—Regimental 
number 108393. He enlisted in January, 1915, at the age of 36 years. He was 
taken prisoner June 2, 1916, at Sanctuary Wood, wounded through the lung and 
in the knee. He was sent to Holland in April, 1918, and repatriated to England 
on November 18, 1918. He is in receipt of a disability pension, amounting to 
$20 per month, including allowance for wife, based on “ defective vision.” He 
is married, with three grown-up. children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as. salesman for a Company, dealer in real estate, and Church Organist, earning 
in all about $3,000 per annum. Since his discharge he has been variously 
employed, and is now working for the Industries Institute, Toronto, at about 
$40. per month. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that as a result of 
informing a representative of the Dutch Ambassador of the conditions which 
existed at a certain camp, he was sent away to a punishment camp and there 
given restricted rations. He alleges a nervous condition which prevents him 
from performing any sustained mental work. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant lay for four days between the trenches before being picked up 
by German stretcher bearers. He had been wounded through the lung and had 
some shrapnel in his knee and leg, with an injury to the back of his head. He 
received hospitalization in Field Dressing Station at Menin, Courtrai hospital 
in Belgium and at Aachen. He speaks of the treatment as excellent and has no 
complaint. to offer in respect thereto. He even makes the declaration that. he, 
at least, received better treatment than the Germans themselves. When dis- 
charged from hospital he was sent to Friedrichsfeld where he remained until the 
fall of 1917. At this camp claimant acquired some notoriety as advocate before 
the courts-martial and represented a number of Canadian and British prisoners 
with great success. This success aroused the animosity of one of the camp 
officers who warned him that, if he continued in his work of defending British 
prisoners, he would be punished. Claimant also was authorized to carry on a 
school for prisoners at this camp. Finally, towards the end of 1917, as a result 
of claimant furnishing the Dutch Ambassador with a statement of abuses exist- 
ing in camp, he was ordered to leave the camp and was sent to Hestenmoor, a 
punishment camp, where the conditions were the reverse of what he had been 
accustomed to up to that time. He was not subjected to any physical abuse, 
but complains that the lack of food, cold and general exposure was such that 
it. reacted unfavourably upon his health. He attributes this change in his con- 
dition to the private vindictiveness of the officer at Friedrichsfeld who had 
threatened him. As a result of these experiences he has developed a nervous 
condition which still affects him. He makes no complaint about his eyes, in 
regard to which he is in receipt of pension, but alleges that upon attempting 
any heavy mental work he breaks down and is unable to carry on. 


The medical record indicates that claimant has a marked susceptibility to 
nervous breakdowns, is very susceptible to infection, suffers from bronchitis and 
increasing amblyopia. His percentage of disability is stated at 40 per cent in 
his own calling and at 30 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. Jacob C. 
Schwartz, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical files show only the condition of defective vision, all other 
systems being declared normal. 
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While it is evident from claimant’s statement that the disabilities of which 
he now complains are nutritional in origin, I consider that he has been success- 
ful in showing such a degree of mental ill treatment, deliberately imposed, as 
will entitle him to an award on the ground of “maltreatment”. To a man of his 
intelligence, it was outrageous that he should receive punishment for success- 
fully performing a duty with which he had been entrusted and the effect upon 
his health is marked. Viewing all the circumstances, I would, accordingly, 
recommend a payment to claimant of $800, with interest thereon, at the rate 
of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 


CASE 2184—CECIL HURST BULLOCK 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 16th Battalion—Regimental number 
29074. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 29 years. His attestation paper 
indicates the age as 26 on enlistment. He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, 
during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gunshot wound in the right 
leg and two scalp wounds. He was repatriated to England, January 6, 1919. 
He is in receipt of a 10 per cent disability pension amounting to $11.50 per month 
for himself and family, based on the wound to his leg. He was married in April, 
1919, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed in the distribution 
office, earning $75 per month, and since his discharge has not been able to do 
much and is still receiving hospital treatment from the D.S.C.R. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that, being an N.C.O. 
and exempt from work he, with others, refused to volunteer for work and as a 
punishment was sent to an exercise camp at Grossenweidenmoor, where they 
were compelled to run 335 paces round and round. His leg was still discharging 
while undergoing this treatment and he was beaten when he could not keep up 
with the rank, even though he was limping. Finally he volunteered +o work 
and was put at carrying 176 pints of milk with yoke around the neck, apparently 
as a daily task. This continued for one year. His leg would break out periodi- 
cally after rough treatment, and septic poisoning set in. Owing to this treat- 
ment he still suffers with his leg and is unable to work steadily. He was beaten 
and imprisoned for 14 days after an attempt to escape. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

The foregoing summary of the statement of claim is borne out by claim- 
ant’s testimony. It is significant, however, that while he complains that punish- 
ment, exercise and work contributed to the disabled leg condition from which he 
suffers, it is chiefly the monotony of camp life which he speaks of in his testi- 
mony. This can hardly be regarded as maltreatment. 


Claimant brought forward no medical evidence and relies wholly upon his 
pension file to show the extent of his disability. This record indicates a gun- 
shot wound in right leg. Claimant himself in describing the wound says the 
calf “muscles were shot off”. He does not complain of lack of medical treat- 
ment, but of the exercise imposed as a punishment at Grossenweidenmoor 
when his leg was still unhealed. 
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I am inclined to regard this case as one solely for the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. While painful and distressing, the treatment received has not, 
as far as I can see, been shown to have been likely to aggravate the original 
service wound sustained by claimant, and to have caused him any greater dis- 
ability than he would otherwise have had. I am of opinion that the claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 


CASE 2185—HARRY H. HOWLAND 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—-Regimental number 
16903. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 25 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
suffering slightly from gas. He was repatriated to England December 27, 
1919. He is not in receipt of pension, nor has he applied therefor. He was 
married April 15, 1921, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a painter and decorator, earning approximately. $800 per annum, and since his 
discharge has followed the same trade, averaging about $1,250 per annum. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of wrongful 
imprisonment and a sentence of 12 years by Military Court Martial at Hanover, 
of beatings and general abuse in numerous camps and a broken nose resulting 
from a blow. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant has had a wide experience of German prison camps. The record 
shows that he was at Giessen, Celle-lager, Vehnemoor, Ostenholzer, Bokelah, 
Cologne jail, Luneberg, Saltau, Wilhelmshaven and Baden. It is of his treat- 
ment at Bokelah and Cologne that he chiefly complains. At the former camp 
he was one of a party of prisoners involved in a so-called mutiny. For refus- 
ing to obey the orders of the Sergeant-Major in charge, and demanding to see 
the camp commandant, the guards, under orders, charged with fixed bayonets, 
killing one man and injuring several others. Claimant himself, in the disorder 
which ensued, was struck over the nose, breaking it. These prisoners were tried 
by Court Martial and sentenced to long terms of imprisonment—as long as 
10 years being imposed. Claimant complains bitterly of the unfairness of this 
trial, describing it as a farce. The prisoners were represented and a member 
of the American Embassy was present. I am not concerned with the merits of 
the case as conducted before the court martial, but it results, from the report 
of the trial, filed of record, that the American representative found the offence 
clearly established. To say the least there had been a serious disobedience 
of orders, and I cannot say, from claimant’s own statement, that the finding 
of the court was wholly unjustified. Claimant’s demeanor before this Com- 
mission was truculent and defiant and was not such as to arouse sympathy, 
but rather created the impression that he was not only capable of inciting 
hostility but did arouse the active enmity of his captors. He served ten months 
of his sentence in Cologne jail, under conditions of severity and brutality which 
can only be explained by claimant’s probable attitude to his captors. Be this 
as it may, I am convinced that claimant, however truculent he may have been, 
received punishment beyond his deserts, which cannot be justified. He declares 
that his health has been ruined as a result of these experiences and complains 
chiefly of his stomach condition. 
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The medical evidence is very scant and consists merely of the certificate of 
Dr. W. Ewing, indicating that claimant suffers from a fractured nose and 
dyspepsia. His percentage of disability is stated at from 10 to 15 per cent in 
his own calling and at 30 to 40 per cent in the general labour market. The 
medical report of claimant’s examination, upon discharge from the service, 
shows no disability. 

In this state of the record I have had some difficulty in reaching a con- 
clusion, but on the whole, the recital of claimant’s experiences at Bokelah camp 
leaves me with the conviction that he was subjected to maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war which has resulted in some disability to him—the injury to 
his nose is clearly such. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to 
claimant of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2186—DUDLEY CHARLES DURRANT 


The claimant was a Private in the 29th Battalion—Regimental number 
75640. He enlisted December 22, 1914, at the age of 20 years, He was taken 
prisoner April 19, 1916, at St. Eloi, suffering from shrapnel wounds. He was 
repatriated to England November 18, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. 
He was married June 29, 1921, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was 
articled as a law student at a salary of $75 per month, and since his discharge 
has been practising his profession. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
shot in the knee by a German sentry without justification and was arrested 
and placed in hospital under guard for one month. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant spent the period of his captivity at Giessen camp and surround- 
ing commandos. His chief complaint relates to an accident which occurred at 
Gelhert. He failed to understand an order given by the sentry in German. The 
latter drew his revolver and shot claimant in the knee. He was removed to 
Giessen, where he remained in cells for 75 days awaiting a Court Martial upon 
a charge laid by the sentry. Eventually he was tried at Frankfort, acquitted, 
and sent back to Giessen. Suffering from his knee he was finally operated on 
in January, 1917, and the bullet extracted. This incident is to a certain extent 
corroborated by fellow prisoners, who saw claimant immediately after the occur- 
rence. At a later date, at Geisweid Iron Works, claimant received a severe 
beating upon recapture after an attempted escape. Injured, he was confined in 
a, wooden cupboard at night and compelled to resume work. This incident is 
corroborated by a fellow prisoner (Corker Case 2166) in lengthy statement | 
made by him upon repatriation. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers some disability from 
his knee. It is true that his medical history files declare that he suffers no 
disability from this source, but very complete evidence has been furnished 
before this Commission which I must accept. Dr. H. C. Powell examined 
claimant carefully, with the aid of an X-ray examination and declares specific- 
ally that the wound in the knee has left a definite disability. The X-ray plates 
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show a number of minute metallic specks present in the knee. In addition a 
small bony spur is seen projecting upward from the articular surface of the 
upper end of the tibia at its outer anterior part. This spur is smooth. In 
other respects the knee appears to be normal. 


In these circumstances, I have reached the conclusion that claimant was 
subjected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war from which he still suffers 
a disability. Having regard to the particular circumstances of the incident 
related, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $800, with interest thereon, 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, November 28, 1931. 


CASE 2187—CAMPBELL JOHN BELL 


The claimant was a Private in the 29th Battalion—Regimental number 
75566. He enlisted on November 12, 1914, at the age of 28. He was taken 
prisoner April 19, 1916, suffering from a gunshot wound in the left ankle (slight), 
concussion and crushing of the left side. He was exchanged to Switzerland in 
the Fall of 1917, and repatriated to England on March 25, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 100 per cent disability pension, based on “ Myocarditis.” He was 
unmarried on enlistment, but married after his discharge from the army, and 
has two children. Prior to his enlistment, he was a broker, and since his dis- 
charge he has been in the employ of the North American Life Assurance Co. 
For several years his earnings were good, some $4,000 to $5,000 per annum, 
but by reason of ill-health his earning capacity has since decreased, until at 
the present time he is living on premium renewals only. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He states that he suffers from 
heart trouble, poor circulation, chronic bronchitis, and colds nearly nine months 
of the year, and alleges that this condition was induced by inattention on the 
part of the German medical authorities, being compelled to work while unfit 
to do so, and general maltreatment. He states also that some eighteen months 
ago he suffered a fall, as a result of which he has lost his right eye, and he 
attributes this fall to his condition of health. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant, severely wounded, was taken to Thielt and eventually to Giessen. 
He received no attention for his wounds, and notwithstanding his protests of 
ill-health, was sent out on a working party to Giesweid Iron Works. Suffering 
from his heart, the work of shovelling ashes in a boiler pit aggravated his con- 
dition. In the Fall of 1916 he attempted to escape, was recaptured and badly 
beaten by the guards. He was compelled to continue work and did 14 days 
solitary confinement. Claiment was next sent to Huesten, where, from heavy 
work, cold, and inadequate clothing he developed a heavy cold. Refused medical 
attention, he was forced back to work. Claimant spent some time at Hersbach 
and Welzlar, and complains generally of rough treatment and no attention paid 
to his-request for medical care. Later claimant was at Limburg, Mamslau (sic) 
and Grenzhausen, and complains of the food and general conditions. Another 
attempted escape was unsuccessful, and shortly thereafter claimant was released. 
He complains chiefly that the heavy work he was compelled to do in his weakened 
state aggravated the condition of his heart. He admits that the origin of this 
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trouble was the crushing he received before capture, but contends that had he 
received proper care and treatment he would not now be almost totally 
incapacitated. 


The medical record, from his pension file, indicates that claimant suffers 
from myocarditis which first became apparent shortly after he had been 
wounded. 


It is beyond question that claimant has suffered a very considerable impair- 
ment of health, part of which is directly traceable to service wounds, but some 
of which I consider has resulted from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. 
Claimant was a robust healthy man in appearance and his appeals for relief on 
the grounds of illness were not taken seriously by his captors. ‘They evidently 
thought he was shamming. In the work he was made to do and the general 
rough handling he received in his then condition, I consider that he sustained 
damage. Viewing the whole case, I would recommend a payment to claimant 
of $700, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 
10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. MeDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2188—CAPTAIN VICTOR ALEXANDER MacLEAN 


The claimant was a Lieutenant in the 16th Canadian Sccttish Battalion. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering with a bullet wound 
in the right buttock. He was repatriated to England, November 16, 1918. He 
is not in receipt of pension. He is married and has two children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was an accountant earning $90 per month, and since his discharge 
has been employed in the wholesale grocery business, at a salary of $250 per 
month. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of his treatment after 
capture by the guards, alleging that he was prodded with bayonets and man- 
handled and kicked by the commandant at Roulers, that he was sent twice to 
hospital to have the bullet removed, but owing to over-crowding by German 
wounded, was returned to prison camp, that he developed quinsy and bad 
throat; was operated upon without anaesthetic at the camp hospital with rusty 
instruments and has suffered with throat trouble ever since and has had several 
throat operations, nose operation and also the ears, all due to the careless and 
faulty operation performed in the German prison camp. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant confines his claim to gross medical carelessness in operating upon 
his throat, during an attack of quinsy, while a prisoner at Strohen prison camp. 
He makes no complaint of lack of medical treatment for the wound in his hip 
from which he was suffering when captured, nor for the rough and callous treat- 
ment accorded him while being taken back from the German lines, wounded 
and a prisoner. He alleges that he was taken with double quinsy at Strohen 
and was operated upon with unsterilized instruments without anaesthetic, which 
has left his throat in a seriously impaired condition, from which he still suffers 
and in respect whereof he has undergone several operations since his return to 
Canada. 
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The medical record indicates that claimant has suffered from his throat 
since 1919. Dr. G. E. Gillies certifies that the tonsil on the right side shows a 
deep furrow running longitudinally in it and a lesser furrow in the left tonsil. 
Dr. Colin Graham was called to see claimant in October, 1927, and found him 
suffering from an abscess on the inside of throat which was opened two or three 
times during the next week. From the appearance of claimant’s throat, Dr. 
Graham draws the conclusion that the original operation was not properly per- 
formed and that an infection had then been set up. He is of opinion that had 
claimant received proper attention at the time of the first attack, this would 
have prevented the pus from burrowing along the neck and forming a pocket 
which has been the cause of subsequent attacks. 


I see no reason whatever to doubt claimant’s statement as to the origin of 
this trouble. I was in some doubt as to whether, at this late date, it could be 
declared that the original operation had not been properly performed, but upon 
reconsideration, I conclude that I cannot disregard the very clear statement of 
opinion by Dr. Graham. Such gross carelessness by the German physician is 
unjustifiable and cannot be set down to mere lack of judgment. I am of opinion 
that claimant suffers a present disability due to this act of carelessness and mal- 
practice whilst a prisoner of war. Viewing all the circumstances, I would 
accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of $1,000, with interest thereon, 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ortawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 2189—WILLIAM J. H. WOODWARD 


The claimant was a Private in the Royal Canadian Dragoons—Regimental 
No. 552847. He enlisted on January 7, 1916, at the age of about 30 years. He 
was taken prisoner March 26, 1918, near St. Quentin, suffering from gunshot 
wounds in the left foot and right arm. He was repatriated to England on 
January 24, 1919. He is in receipt of pension, amounting to $70 per month, 
based ‘on “gunshot wounds in right arm and left foot.” He was married on 
April 6, 1921, but has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was a Flour Shipper 
earning $1,200 per annum, and for the last 6 years he has been engaged as a 
Salesman, at a salary of $1,920 per annum. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of 
proper attention to his wounded arm and foot, and that such attention as was 
given was of an improper and brutal nature, by reason of which he was caused 
great suffering. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 9 months and was in hos- 
pital all the time. He does not complain of maltreatment other than rough and 
brutal medical attention to his wounds. His wounds were first attended at a 
dressing station shortly after capture. He was then removed to an unnamed 
temporary hospital, in a shed, where he declares he was kept for 7 weeks, 
receiving practically no medical care except the application of peroxide to his 
wounds. Later taken into Bavaria, he was operated upon without anaesthetic 
and complains generally of the cruel treatment of the surgeons and attendants. 
His arm becoming inflamed, the surgeon in charge opened and probed the arm 
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without anaesthetic and with no regard for claimant’s suffering. He declares 
that 28 pieces of bone were removed from his foot. His complaint is confined to 
this treatment, as a result whereof, inferentially, claimant suffers a disability 
which he might not have sustained had he been properly treated. 


The only medical evidence of record is contained in claimant’s pension file. 
The disability to claimant’s arm and foot is clear, but I am unable to find in 
claimant’s testimony substantiation for the contention that such disability 
results from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. He was treated by the 
Germans, in fact, on his own statement, the treatment was quite extensive. 
That it was not as effective or considerate as claimant might have desired can- 
not be regarded as maltreatment. It must be borne in mind that, at that time, 
in Germany, facilities for hospitalization were of necessity very inadequate. 
Viewing all the circumstances of the case, I am of opinion that claimant has 
failed to make out a case of disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


* CASE 2190—ARCHIBALD J. V. WALLACE 


The claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental number 
24461. He enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 26 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 22, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but slightly 
gassed. He was repatriated to England on December 31, 1918. He is in receipt 
of pension, amounting to $11.25 per month, based on “bayonet wound left arm, 
neurasthenia.” Prior to enlistment, he was a Rigger in Lumber Camps, earning 
$125 per month, but since his discharge has been dependent upon odd jobs for 
a living. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that without 
having given any provocation, he was bayonetted in the left arm by a German 
guard, as a result of which he is unable to carry on his pre-war occupation. 
He also complains of beatings. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant has established by his own testimony, supported by the affidavit 
of a fellow prisoner, that he was unwounded when captured. He is now disabled 
in the left arm, due to a bayonet wound. He declares that he received this 
injury when on a working party out of Hameln camp. For not responding to 
a summons to work, he was set upon by the guard who ran him through the 
arm with his bayonet. He received no medical attention for the wound and 
was kept on light work. His statement as to what occurred is confused, but he 
contends that the attack in question was entirely without provocation. Later 
he tells of being badly beaten because he was fighting with another prisoner, 
and apparently claimant became known as a troublesome character and was 
roughly treated. In the salt mines, he was beaten during the course of a 
scuffle with guards. 


The medical record is silent as to claimant’s condition, but his medical 
history files indicate that he is in receipt of pension for bayonet wound in left 
arm and neurasthenia. The history would show that he received this wound 
at the time he engaged in the fight with another prisoner, which does not agree 
with the statement made before this Commission. 
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In this state of the record it is not without difficulty that I arrive at the 
conclusion that claimant’s story, confused as it is, is probably true. At all 
events I am inclined to give him the benefit of the doubt and to find that he 
was in fact subjected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war with some 
resultant disability. I would recommend accordingly, a payment to claimant 
of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 2191—WALTER SUGDEN 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
16701. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 32 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He 
was repatriated to England December 31, 1918. He was in receipt of a pension 
of 10 per cent, which he states was commuted in November, 1920. ‘This was 
based on debility and amounted to $11.25 per month. He was married January 
9, 1919, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
Cement Finisher earning $5 per day and upwards, and since his discharge he 
has been employed as an hospital orderly at $100 per month, and a letter- 
carrier, at $120 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner, he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having to work 
in the salt mines, was beaten while sick and made to work, suffered from 
starvation and general abuse. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


After a sojourn at Giessen camp where claimant was beaten by the guards 
he then had the misfortune to be sent to the salt mines near Vienenburet 
(sic), where he remained for about a year and a half. He tells the familiar 
story of brutality and ill treatment told by all prisoners who spent their cap- 
tivity in the salt mines. Beaten by the guards, underfed and overworked, his 
health rapidly deteriorated, so that it is not surprising to find that his condition 
showed disablement upon and after repatriation. The sequence of events 
related by claimant is somewhat confused, but the testimony of maltreatment 
may, I consider, be accepted as substantially correct. On one occasion for 
passing a remark upon the alleged drowning of Lord Kitchener, claimant was 
unmercifully beaten, and was confined to barracks for a week as a _ result 
thereof. His head was split open and his shoulder bruised. 

The medical record indicates that claimant is underweight and suffers 
from neurasthenia. His percentage of disability is not stated, but his pension 
record confirms the fact of disablement. Claimant was in receipt of a pension 
for debility. Dr. M. Fox, who furnished a certificate as to claimant’s condition, 
did not appear before the Commission. 

Maltreatment with resultant disability has been established in this case. 
Having regard to the general observations contained in Opinion annexed to 
the present report, particularly as to the conditions in the salt mines, I am of 
opinion that claimant is entitled to an award. Viewing all the circumstances I 
would recommend a payment to claimant of $600, with interest thereon, at the 
rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 
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CASE 2192—CHARLES ERNEST DAVIES 


The claimant was a Private in the 29th Battalion,—Regimental No. 76238. 
He enlisted in 1914 at the age of 27 vears, He was taken prisoner April 19, 
1916, at St. Eloi, suffering from wound im the left hand. He was repatriated 
to England December 9, 1918. He is in receipt of a 15 per cent disability 
pension, amounting to $21 per month, based on debility to left forearm and 
limited movement of the index and middle fingers. He is married and has 
three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a Draughtsman with 
the C.P.R. and as a railway fireman, earning $150 per month, and since his 
discharge he has been employed with the Canadian Customs, at a salary of 
$110 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was beaten, 
kicked and abused without provocation except that he tried to escape. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 

Claimant has no complaint as to the treatment of his wounds after cap- 
ture. He was treated at Courtrai, Hanover and Hameln. His period of 
captivity was spent attached to Hameln camp, until he was transferred to 
Switzerland. He complains that for an attempted escape from a cement factory 
where he had been sent to work he was badly beaten by the sentries and kicked 
in the stomach. When finally he returned to camp he was again beaten and hit 
in the mouth with the hilt of a bayonet, breaking two teeth. On another 
occasion he declares that cement was thrown in his eyes, and as a result his 
vision is defective. He also served three weeks in solitary confinement for 
refusing to disclose where he had got a map which was found on him when 
recaptured. In corroboration of his statements, claimant files the affidavit of 
John Spiers, a fellow prisoner at Hameln, who declares that he saw claimant 
immediately after the beating above referred to and that he was suffering from 
injuries to his eyes, face and head, which were then wrapped in bandages. He 
also says that claimant then told him of the treatment he had received. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic con- 
iunctivitis, defective vision, abdominal pains, missing and broken teeth, and 
bears the marks of a cut on the lower lip. His percentage of disability is 
declared at 50 per cent. Dr. Colin McDiarmid, who certifies to the foregoing 
information, did not appear before the Commission. His certificate adds that 
claimant suffers from general debility, chronic bronchitis and is 30 pounds 
under weight. The Pension files report only a disability of the left forearm 
and fingers for which injuries claimant is in receipt of pension. Medical Board 
of December 11, 1920, refers to the hand and arm condition and declares claim- 
ant to be suffering from the usual’ nervous disorders noticed in many returned 
prisoners of war. There is no mention in any of the medical records of an 
eye or stomach condition, other than the statement of Dr. McDiarmid above 
referred to. It would have been desirable to hear Dr. McDiarmid as a 
witness. , 

In this state of the record it is extremely difficult to say what particular 
acts of maltreatment have resulted in disability to claimant. The injury to 
his arm was purely a service condition and has been dealt with. As to his 
remaining complaints, after very careful consideration of the evidence, I have 
reached the conclusion that the punishment meted out to claimant for attempted 
escape went beyond reasonable bounds, and that he has sustained some dis- 
ability as a result of this treatment. I would, accordingly, recommend a pay- 
ment to claimant of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


HRROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 
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CASE 2193—WALKER KILBY 


The claimant was with the Second Tunnelling Company,—Regimental No. 
503331. It appears from the record that shortly before his capture by the 
enemy he had been promoted to the rank of Corporal, but that the promotion 
had not been officially confirmed. He enlisted on January 5, 1916, at the age 
of 25. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated 
to England on November 28, 1918. He is not in receipt of a disability pension 
and has not applied therefor. He is married and has four children. Prior to 
enlistment, he had been employed by a firm of florists, as a truck driver, at 
a salary of $1,400 per annum. After his discharge he was again employed 
by the florists for one year. He then worked for the Corporation of Point 
Grey, B.C., until 1929, as a part time labourer, at the rate of pay of $4 per day, 
and since 1929, he has been employed as an Inspector of sewers by the City 
of Vancouver, at an unstated salary. 


He alleges that, while a prisoner of war, he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He states that he suffers from 
nervous debility, loss of memory and occasional rheumatism and that by reason 
thereof he was compelled to give up what had appeared to be a permanent 
position with the firm of florists. He attributes this condition, generally, to un- 
necessary exposure, cruelty, reprisals, imprisonment in guard room, unsanitary 
living conditions, compulsory inoculations and confiscation of parcels. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Unwounded when captured, claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp. He 
has no complaint as to his treatment here. Removed to Prussich, and later 
Arys, he complains that he was knocked around and beaten for refusing to work, 
but claims no disability as resulting from these incidents. It appears that 
claimant had been promoted to the rank of corporal, but as this rank had not 
been confirmed, his captors would not recognize it as exempting claimant from 
work. For refusing to work when he considered he was not obligated to do so, 
he was given “still stand” punishment, i.e., standing at attention for long hours, 
and was also confined in cells. As a result of these experiences, he complains 
of the condition of his nerves, rheumatism and debility. 


Claimant produces a statement from the florists mentioned to the effect that 
on his discharge from the army they re-instated him in his pre-war postion 
with them, but that, owing to his condition, he was unable to give satisfactory 
service and they were obliged to dispense with him after he had worked from 
April, 1919, to March, 1920. They state that they believed his nervous system is 
upset. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia and 
neuritis. His percentage of disability is stated at 35 per cent. Dr. G. F. Curtis, 
who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. The 
medical record, upon discharge, does not show that claimant suffered from any 
disability. 

From the foregoing review of the case put forward by claimant, I cannot 
say that disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war has been 
established. The mere fact of imprisonment, with rough but general treatment, 
is insufficient to found a claim. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before the Board 
of Pension Commissioners. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, December 8, 1931. 
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CASE 2194—ANDREW ROSS PATON 


The claimant was a Sapper with the 2nd Tunnelling Company, Canadian 
Engineers,—Regimental number 503431. He enlisted November 14, 1915, at the 
age of 36 years although in attestation he would appear to have been 31. He 
was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England 
November 18, 1918. He is in receipt of a 60 per cent disability pension, amount- 
ing to $46 per month, based on chronic bronchial asthma. He was married 
September 30, 1920, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as 
a coal miner, earning about $1,500 per annum, and since his discharge has been 
employed as a janitor at about $90 per month but had to abandon this work 
because of dizzy spells and sick stomach but still holds a janitor’s position at 
$40 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been forced to 
work in coal and salt mines, suffered from injurious inoculations, exposure, long 
hours of punishment, parades, kicks, beatings and starvation. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp where he remained from seven 
to nine weeks. He has no particular complaint of his treatment here, except 
as to the food and general rough handling. He was then sent to Muenster No. 2 
and made to work in the coal mines—K-47—except for a period of three months, 
when he was working in salt mines (unnamed) his period of captivity was spent 
at Muenster No. 2 and the coal mines. For refusing to work he was made to 
stand to attention for long hours, beaten and exposed to the weather. He also 
speaks of being made to stand in front of the coke ovens as punishment. Inocu- 
lated nine times with a fluid which caused him pain in the chest, claimant 
attributes his bronchial condition to this treatment, which was aggravated by the 
long hours of enforced labour. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from bronchial asthma. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 75 per cent. Dr. R. F. Greer, who 
certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission, but has filed an 
additional certificate to the effect that claimant is quite unfit for general work, 
his condition being ‘below par, his muscles soft and flabby, due to improper nerve 
supply. Claimant’s pension record substantiates the condition noted. 

The fact of disability is clearly established and the inference drawn in the 
pension file that the cause thereof originated in Germany is, I consider, sound. 
The evidence going to show the connexity between claimant’s present condition 
and maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war is not very strong, but is sufficient 
to justify a finding in claimant’s favour. Viewing all the circumstances, and, 
having regard to the pension which claimant is receiving, I would recommend a 
payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 2195—F. W. BREEDON 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R., drafted from the 48th 
Battalion—Regimental No. 403959. He enlisted on April 10, 1915, at the age 
of 35. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, suffering from shrapnel wounds 
in the back and shoulder. He was repatriated to England on December 10, 1918. 
He was in receipt of pension (amount not stated) until 1920, when he commuted 
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it. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was engaged as a clerk with the 
Bank of Montreal, at a salary of $1,800 per annum. He was unemployed at the 
time of hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He states that his wounds were 
left unattended for three weeks after his capture, also that he was sent to work 
in a mine before the wounds were healed, thus causing permanent injury to 
health and consequent diminution of earning capacity. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Wounded, claimant lay on the field of battle for 24 days before being picked 
up by the Germans. While he complains of this, it is evident that the Germans 
were being heavily engaged and were not able immediately to attend their 
prisoners. Claimant was sent to Giessen camp, and then to an ore mine, where 
he was beaten for not working as desired. He complains of stomach trouble 
resulting from this beatnig. Later he was sent to work in another mine, where 
he was compelled to work in water for 6 weeks. His chief complaint is that the 
work was too hard and the food insufficient. He declares also that he was sent 
to work before his wounds had healed. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from myocarditis, 
endocarditis involving mitral valve, emphysema of lung, symptoms of duodenal 
uleer, arthritis and gastro-intestinal condition. His percentage of disability is 
stated at 80 per cent in his own calling and at 10 per cent in the general labour 
market. The foregoing results from certificates of Dr. D. A. Dunbar, who, how- 
ever, did not appear before the Commission to testify. The pension records 
indicate an impaired heart condition for which claimant originally received 
pension. 

Outside the general complaint of lack of food and hard work, claimant ha 
not shown any act of maltreatment which has resulted in disability to him. The 
general condition of prison camp life in Germany was unfavourable but in the 
absence of some evidence establishing the connexity between maltreatment and 
disability the claimant cannot succeed. His claim must, accordingly, be 
disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
OrrawA, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2196—JOSEPH FORTUNAT VILLENEUVE 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 118610. 
He enlisted January 14, 1915, at the age of 24 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, suffermg from a slight gunshot wound in the right knee. He was 
repatriated to England December 14, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension but 
has an application pending. He was married in July, 1920, and has five child- 
ren. Prior to enlistment, he was a railroad trainman, earning an average of $144 
per month, and he is now similarly employed, earning about $1,800 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been struck 
on the left side of the head, confined to cells and court martialled. He now 
suffers continuous pains in the head and left side of the face and defective 
hearing in the left ear. He received no medical treatment while ill with the “Flu”, 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 
Claimant has no complaint tc make until he was sent to Gutersloh camp, 


out of Celle-lager. Here he was beaten for interfering with a guard who was 
punishing another prisoner. Claimant seized the guard’s rifle and the latter 
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seized a stick of wood and hit claimant over the side of the head. In the 
general melee which followed, claimant received a further beating. As a result 
of this blow on the head, the hearing in the left ear has been impaired. Claimant 
also suffers from rheumatism which he attributes to exposure and hard labour 
in this camp. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from headaches and 
slight deafness in left ear, together with pains in back and leg. His percentage 
of disability is not stated, but appears to be slight. Dr. Jno. Laframboise, who 
certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission and spoke chiefly 
as to the headaches of which claimant complains. 

The evidence is quite general, and, while I have no reason to doubt claimant’s 
story of the blow on the head he received, I do not consider that he has proved 
any particular disability therefrom. His action in seeking to defend a comrade 
is commendable but was hardly prudent, and in the scuffle which ensued claimant 
must have expected to receive rough handling. I do not regard this as mal- 
treatment in the sense of the reparation provisions of the Treaty of Versailles. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 


CASE 2197—ARTHUR DUROCHER 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 113198. 
He enlisted on July 1, 1915, at the age of 25 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, suffering from a wound in the left leg, left hand and a touch of gas. 
He was repatriated to England December 14, 1918. He is not in receipt of 
pension, but intends to apply therefor. He was married June 29, 1920, and has 
no children. Prior to enlistment, he was working in a lumber camp earning 
about $50 per month and board, and since his discharge has been working 
repairing railroad cars, at seventy cents an hour for an eight-hour day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment, which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was forced to 
work in a coal mine notwithstanding the wound in his leg, for which he received 
no medical attention, was punished and generally abused. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant was taken to Dulmen camp, where he remained a month. He has 
no complaint as to his treatment here. Sent to a coal mine near Essen, he 
complains of the hard werk and particularly that he was compelled to work 
before the wound in his leg had healed. He was here for 29 months, and was 
denied medical treatment. He speaks of abuse by the civilians in the mines, 
rocks being thrown at the prisoners. Claimant was not hit. For an attempted 
escape he was confined to cells. Apart from poor foed conditions, claimant does 
not allege any other incidents of maltreatment. His legs and chest trouble him, 
the latter complaint being due to a strain received when lifting wagon. He 
speaks also of stomach disorders, which he describes to the poor food. 

The medical record indicates that claimant bears a scar on his left leg 
from knee to ankle; signs of dry arthritis (knee joint) and suffers from 
bronchitis. His percentage of disability is stated at 35 per cent in his own 
calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. C. M. Boutin, 
who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission but has 
furnished a further certificate detailing claimant’s condition. The medical 
history files show that, upon discharge from the service, all systems were found 
normal. 

4142918 
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The major disability of which claimant complains is the leg injury, which 
was of service origin. J do not consider that he has successfully shown that 
this injury became aggravated through lack of medical attention or maltreatment. 
The treatment he was compelled to undergo was general in nature but was 
imposed under such harsh and brutal conditions in the coal mines, as to which 
there is abundant evidence, that J am inclined to give claimant the benefit of 
the doubt and find that he has sustained some disability resulting from mal- 
treatment. I would, accordingly, recommend payment to claimant of $500 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 
1920, to date of payment. . 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 

Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 2198—CHARLES WESTON SUTHERLAND 


The claimant was a Sapper in No. 2 Tunnelling Co.—Regimental number 
503447. He enlisted December 4, 1915, at the age of 41 years although his 
attestation paper indicates his age on enlistment as 37. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 16, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of a pension, but has applied therefor. He was married 
February 20, 1920, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as 
a miner earning $5 per day, and since his discharge has been engaged as a 
hospital orderly, at $60 per month, and as a janitor at the Vancouver Court 
House, at $105 per month. gherd 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of injuries received 
after capture to his hand and eyes, that he received no treatment therefor, was 
hit over the head resulting in injury and was generally abused. 


An alaysis of the evidence reveals: 

Before he had been removed from the field of combat, claimant received 
two injuries of which he complains. Upon emerging from a tunnel, and before 
he knew of the presence of the enemy, a German threw liquid gas in his face, 
injuring his eyes. Almost immediately thereafter, in protecting himself from 
the prod of a bayonet, his hand was wounded. He complains that no medical 
attention was given these injuries and that he still suffers from both wounds. 
Taken to Dulmen camp, and then to Stenhausen, he complains of being hit over 
the head and knocked unconscious, which he later explains resulted from his 
interference in the beating of another prisoner. To this blow claimant attributes 
pains in the head and lack of memory, both of which depreciate his earning 
ability. He also refers generally to a stomach condition, which causes him 
some discomfort. 

The medical record is very general and refers to laceration of the scalp 
from blow over head—scar only evidence present, and lacerations of left hand. 
No percentage of disability is stated but claimant is declared to be unfit to 
follow his own calling. His medical board, upon discharge, shows nothing out 
of the ordinary. 

I do not consider that claimant is entitled to claim in respect of wounds 
received by him upon the field of combat. This would be entirely a matter 
for the Board of Pension Commissioners. Claimant admits that the. liquid 
gas was thrown in his face before he had surrendered. I have examined. the 
evidence very carefully, and I cannot find that claimant has made out a case 
of disability resulting from maltreatment as a prisoner of war. The blow. on 
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the head to which he refers, incurred whilst he was engaged in the very laudable 
effort of assisting another prisoner, may or may not have had the effect stated. 
The medical evidence is insufficient to base a finding that it had. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
_ Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 9, 1981. 


CASE 2199—PERCY ALBERT GOSELTINE 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
17126. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
suffering slightly from gas. He was repatriated to England December 13, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of pension. He was married April 17, 1920, and has one 
child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a postal clerk at a salary of 
$60 per month, and since his discharge has been engaged as a letter-carrier, 
at a salary ranging from $85 to $125 per month. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of heavy work 
in a chemical factory and confinement to cells for asking for lighter work. 
He fell on a concrete floor and injured his spine, but was forced to continue 
work, was again confined and received no medical attention. He suffers 
particularly from stomach disorders, debility and headaches. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant was first sent to Giessen camp, where he remained a couple of 
months and was then sent to work at & chemical factory, near Mannheim, 
where he was kept for duration of the war. He was employed at carrying 
heavy trays containing burnt copper ore. On one occasion he tripped and fell 
while carrying a tray and hit the base of his spine upon an iron rail. Although 
injured, he was compelled to continue work and was denied rest or medical 
attention. For refusing to work, he was put in cells with other prisoners and 
complains bitterly of the conditions. Apart from being pushed around with 
rifle butts, claimant does not complain of any particularly brutal treatment. 
Asked what his particular ailments are, he says that his stomach troubles 
him, that he has frequent headaches and is generally debilitated. He ascribes 
this. condition to bad food, bad sanitary and living conditions and fumes from 
the copper ore. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic indigestion, 
nausea and at times vomiting after meals, chronic headache, loss of weight, etc., 
etc. Dr. G. S. Purvis, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission, nor has he estimated the percentage of disability. It will be 
observed that although claimant complains of injury to his spine as the result 
of a fall, there is no proof that any disability resulted therefrom. The medical 
evidence, such as it is, is confined to digestive disturbances and myalgia. Claim- 
ant’s medical history ‘files declare that he suffers no disability. 

In this state of the record, the necessary elements to a finding of cacti 
ment, whilst a prisoner of war, resulting in disability are absent. As explained 
in Opinion annexed to the present report, inadequate and poor food cannot be 
regarded, in itself, as maltreatment. The claim must, accordingly, be disal- 
lowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 
41429183 
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CASE 2200—THOMAS E. HOGARTH 


The claimant was a Private in the 16th Battalion—Regimental number 
29106. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the 2nd battle of Ypres, suffering from a gunshot 
wound in the right hip and a touch of gas. He was repatriated to England, 
January 1, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married July 30, 1923, 
and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a city fireman 
at $100 per month, and since his discharge has resumed his former employment, 
at a wage of about $150 per month. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been 
struck across the mouth with a lance after capture. Suffered with mouth trouble 
known as trench mouth, and had to have nearly all his teeth removed. Suffered 
from ill-health and general debility, and although still in the Fire Department 
is unable, through poor health, to rank for promotion and has lost his seniority. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant complains of only one incident of maltreatment, which occurred 
shortly after his capture. When being taken back by two Uhlans, he was struck 
across the mouth with a lance, one tooth being knocked out. He attributes to 
this blow a very serious mouth condition which developed later, and declares 
that the effect upon his general health has been such that he has not been able 
to continue successfully in his career as a fireman on the Vancouver force. Claim- 
ant declares that he had no facilities for caring for his teeth in Germany. Many 
claimants have testified that they had no difficulty in this respect, as tooth 
brushes and paste came through to them in their parcels. At Meschede and 
Giessen, claimant does not complain of any particular maltreatment. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffered from indigestion in 
1919-1920, with indefinite signs of ulcer. Huis percentage of disability is declared 
at nil. Dr. F. R. R. Nelles, who furnished the certificate says nothing about his 
teeth, but there have been filed certificates of Drs. W. J. Rutherford and W. J. 
Bruce showing that the teeth were not badly decayed, but the ‘‘surrounding pro- 
cess was badly absorbed, with pus exuding freely.” Several teeth were extracted 
by Dr. Rutherford which appreciably ameliorated claimant’s general condition. 
Dr. Bruce attended claimant in 1919 and 1920, and declares he was suffering 
from severe chronic Vincents angina which resulted in the destruction of a large 
portion of the alveolor process and subsequently the loss of several teeth. 


There is no doubt that claimant’s general condition has been weakened 
and his health impaired by the condition of his teeth, but I do not consider that 
this can be ascribed to the blow on the mouth of which he complains. It may, 
or may not, have been due to carelessness on the part of claimant in not caring 
for his teeth. I am compelled to find that claimant has not discharged the 
burden of showing that his disability results from maltreatment at the hands of 
the enemy. The claim, must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 
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CASE 2201—COLLINGWOOD SCHREIBER 


The claimant was a Private in the 29th Battalion—Regimental number 
76148. He enlisted on November 9, 1914, at the age of 19 years. He was taken 
prisoner at St. Eloi, on April 19, 1916, unwounded. He escaped from the prison 
camp into Holland in December, 1917, and was repatriated to England on 
January 13, 1918. He is in receipt of a pension of $23 per month, based on 
“tubercle of the lung”. He was married on July 23, 1927, and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was a surveyor’s assistant, earning $75 per month, and 
since his discharge has been engaged in farming and as a tie-contractor. 


He alleges that, while a prisoner of war, he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that while in 
ill-health he was given no medical attention and compelled to do exceptionally 
heavy work. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: 


Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 20 months, his fourth 
attempt to escape being successful. The record contains a very full and com- 
plete account of his experiences and treatment during his captivity. He does 
not complain of any particular acts of brutality at Giessen camp, where he was 
first sent, nor at Miderschelden, where he next went. His complaint as to mal- 
treatment centres around Grenzhausen where he was compelled to do most ardu- 
ous work when he was ill and in no condition to be about. He declares quite 
frankly that, “I was not ill-treated at all,” but through over-work and bad food 
his health was impaired and the tubercular condition from which he now suffers 
has resulted. Claimant must have caused his captors some trouble and anxiety 
from his repeated efforts to escape. It is his contention that had he received 
proper medical attention (which was refused him) he would not now be dis- 
abled. Claimant told his story in a very clear and straight-forward manner 
which carried conviction. 


The medical record as appearing in claimant’s pension file clearly shows 
disablement due to the chest condition noted, which is declared to have originated 
in Germany and to have been due to poor food and hygiene conditions. 


Having regard to the genera! observations contained in Opinion annexed 
to the present report, I have given very careful consideration to the evidence 
relating to the conditions of labour imposed upon claimant and the food he 
received. While generally speaking these conditions in themselves do not in 
my opinion constitute maltreatment, I am clearly of opinion that the deliberate 
attempt to break down the morale of a prisoner by enforcing labour he cannot 
perform and starving him, may be regarded as maltreatment. In this case, I 
find that the punishment given claimant for his attempted escapes, while not 
going the length of brutal physical treatment, was none the less severe and 
unreasonable and has clearly impaired his general health. Viewing all the 
circumstances, I have reached the conclusion that claimant is entitled to an 
award and I would, accordingly, recommend payment to him of the sum of 
$500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 
10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 
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CASE 2202—JOHN MONTAGUE CARNSEW 


The claimant was a Private in the 29th Battalion—Regimental number 
76061. He enlisted November 9, 1914, at the age of 18 years, although his 
attestation paper would indicate that his age was about 20 years on enlistment. 
He was taken prisoner April 19, 1916, according to the military records, although 
in his claim he states that the date of capture was March 17, 1916. The military 
records state that he was not wounded when captured, but he alleges that he 
was suffering from a slight wound in the foot. He was repatriated to England 
November 27, 1918, and is not in receipt of pension. He was married June 2, 
1926, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he had worked a few months 
as a clerk, and, after his discharge, he was employed as a clerk until 1928, at 
a salary of $5.40 per day, and, from 1928 on, with the Coast Quarries, Limited, 
at a salary ranging from $200 per month to $250 per month and board. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he had his 
nose broken with a rifle, causing nasal trouble ever since. Suffered upon 
repatriation from run-down physical condition, causing influenza and diphtheria 
while overseas. Lack of dental treatment causes his present dental trouble. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant complains of one act of maltreatment only, as a result of which 
his nose was broken. It occurred at Oberhausen where he had been sent to 
work in a hat factory. A few days before the Armistice, the employees in this 
factory struck and refused to return to work. Claimant was beaten by a 
civilian, who apparently was present as an interpreter, and struck over the 
nose. He received no medical treatment for this injury and attributes some 
disability to the injury received. Claimant has no complaint as to his treatment 
whilst a prisoner of war at Giessen, Meschede and working camps in the vicinity. 
His nose was operated upon in England and the medical history sheets clearly 
corroborate an injury to the nose, which is declared to have occurred whilst 
in Germany. In conclusion, claimant refers to the condition of his teeth, but 
does not press that ailment as the result of any maltreatment, but contends 
that he should have received dental care in Germany, inasmuch as he had 
already been receiving treatment before capture in his own lines. 


The medical record refers only to the condition of claimant’s teeth. An 
affidavit of Dr. L. F. Marshall is filed indicating that ‘neglected Vincent’s 
angina has undoubtedly predisposed to a chronic Pyorrhea Alveolaris.” Dr. 
Marshall did not appear before the Commission. The medical history file 
shows that claimant has a deflected septum, with perforation in the anterior 
part, with a great deal of deformity and obstruction. 


In this case the two elements required to base an award are present, viz.: 
maltreatment in the form of a blow on the nose and disability resulting there- 
from. It is true that the disability is not great and may have but a slight effect 
upon claimant’s working ability, but injury is definitely present, and I am 
of opinion that claimant has succeeded in making out a case. I would, accord- 
ingly, recommend a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate 
of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 1, 1931. 
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CASE 2203—ALEXANDER M. MAY 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
16805. He enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 30 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a shrapnel 
wound in the left leg. He was repatriated to England on December 27, 1918. 
He is in receipt of a disability pension amounting to $11.25 per month, based 
on “ varix.” He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was a Telegraph Lines- 
man, at $130 per month. Since his discharge he has been doing casual work as 
a “ Longshoreman,” but was, at the time of hearing, out of employment. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that his nose 
was broken as the result of a blow from the butt of a rifle, and that he now 
has difficulty in breathing. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant has no complaint as to his treatment at Giessen or Vehnemoor 
camps where he was first taken. At Ostenholzenmoor he was beaten for not 
responding promptly to the parade call and given “turf drill” which consisted 
in picking up a piece of turf, running 60 yards with it and repeating this action 
for long periods. At Bokelah, where claimant spent 2 years and 4 months, his 
nose was broken from a blow with the butt end of a rifle, administered by a 
guard who did not consider claimant was working properly. For reporting 
sick at this camp, claimant was put upon the latrine fatigue, work of a most 
revolting character, and in this instance deliberately rendered more onerous. 
Claimant has no complaint as to Saltau camp where he terminated his period 
of captivity. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from nervous disorders, 
pains in left shoulder and arm, obstructions to breathing in nose, varicose veins 
in left leg. Dr. W. C. Walsh, who certifies to the foregoing, finds a quite definite 
deformity to the nose, with deviation of the septum, causing obstruction to breath- 
ing. He also finds some symptoms of gastric trouble. Dr, H. C. Powell also 
furnishes a certificate to the effect that claimant is suffering from chronic gas- 
tritis, which has apparently been present for several years. Neither of these 
physicians appeared before the Commission. The medical history files would 
appear to show that the varicose véins were of pre-war origin. A condition 
of myalgia is ascribed to exposure while a prisoner. 


The story related by claimant is clear and convincing with a minimum of 
exaggeration. He has, in my opinion, established maltreatment whilst a prisoner 
of war which has resulted in some disability. I refer particularly to the broken 
nose resulting in a deviated septum entailing difficult breathing. Viewing all 
the circumstances, I consider claimant entitled to an award, and I would, 
accordingly, recommend a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at 
the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commuisisoner. 


Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 
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CASE 2204—JAMES HURST 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 7th Battalion,—Regimental number 
23346. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 57 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a gunshot 
wound in the left temple, and had been slightly gassed. He was repatriated 
to England on November 18, 1918. He is in receipt of a 15 per cent disability. 
pension, amounting to $21 per month, based on “ Neurasthenia and defective 
hearing, incurred on Active Service.” He was married on November 10, 1920, 
and has 8 children. Prior to enlistment, he was engaged as a Steamship 
Purser, at a salary of $70 per month and all found, and is at present employed 
as a freight checker and baggage expressman, at a salary of $95 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of general 
impairment of health by reason of consistent brutality, ill-usage and beatings. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent his period of captivity at Giessen, Saltau, Lichtenhorst, 
Hestenmoor, Mannheim and Zerbst prison camps. At Giessen he was badly 
beaten by guards for refusing to work and was struck for talking to a fellow 
prisoner, who files an affidavit corroborating the incident. Claimant complains 
of rough treatment at the other camps and in particular being lined up before 
a firing squad with other prisoners, at Zerbst, for refusing to work. At Zerbst 
also the prisoners were kept in subjection by vicious police dogs, who were 
turned loose on the slightest provocation. Claimant alleges that he was bitten 
by these dogs. Upon transfer to Switzerland because of illness, claimant was 
returned to Germany and sent to Mannheim. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
general lowering of nervous energy and lack of confidence with lessened power 
of concentration. His percentage of disability is declared at 25 per cent in his 
own calling and at 40 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. R. C. Weldon, 
who certifies to the foregoing, did hot appear before the Commission. Claim- 
ant’s pension files and medical history sheets speak of a much debilitated man, 
almost completely deaf in one ear. His neurasthenic condition is quite general. 

It is beyond question that claimant was subjected to rough treatment whilst 
a prisoner of war, but my difficulty is to find some definite connexity between 
the treatment he received and a present disability. The defective hearing may 
I think be regarded as of service origin. After very careful consideration, I 
have reached the conclusion that claimants nervous condition was induced as 
a result of his treatment whilst a prisoner of war and that he suffers a resultant 
disability which may, in part at least, be ascribed to such maltreatment. I 
would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of $500, with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date 
of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931 ; Commuisisoner. 


CASE 2205—ALBERT FREDERICK LENDON 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion,—Regimental number 
10049. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 29 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly wounded 
in the head with a piece of shrapnel, and suffering from a touch of gas. He 
was released to Switzerland in 1917 and was repatriated to England December 
24, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension declaring that his application was 
rejected. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a diamond 
setter, earning $24 per week, and since his discharge found that he could not 
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continue his former occupation and had to do odd jobs, and has been taken 
care of by his father. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had 
to work in a chemical fertilizer plant, that he was kicked in the ankle at a 
farm and subjected to general abuse which affected his mental balance. He 
had three days confinement to cells and was tied to a bed, evidently partially 
out of his mind. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant passed through Giessen and Saltau camps without special in- 
cident. Sent to Lichtenhorst and then Langenmoor, he complains of being 
kicked in the ankle by a guard, sustaining a fracture, for which he received 
no medical attention. He was later transferred to Saltau, as a mental case, 
and placed in a compound with other prisoners in the same condition. His 
recollections of his stay here are very confused and indefinite, until he was 
released to Switzerland and underwent treatment. He has apparently quite 
recovered from any mental unbalance which may have affected him. He now 
complains of his injured ankle and impaired nervous system. 

The medical evidence is not very satisfactory. Dr. A. M. Murray appeared 
before the Commission and stated that he had seen claimant for the first time 
2 days before. He found him highly nervous and excitable, suffering from dizzy 
spells, due to debility of the heart muscles. There is no lesion but the pulse -is 
fast. Dr. Murray states as claimant’s principal disabilities, nervousness and 
limitation of movement in the ankle. It was clearly impossible for Dr. Murray, 
except from the history of the case, to ascribe these disabilities to claimant’s 
war experiences. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual, and 
refer only to a condition of headache and a pre-war vision disability. 

The point in this case seems to relate only to the ankle injury. Claimant’s 
story of the cause of this injury is not very clear. After very careful con- 
sideration of the incident in question, I have, however, decided to give him the 
benefit of the doubt, and to accept his story as to the manner in which this 
disability originated. I find, therefore, that he has made out a case of present 
disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war, and I would, 
accordingly, recommend a payment to him of $500 with interest thereon, at the 
rate of 5 per cent per annum, from the 10th day of January, 1920, to date of 
payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 3, 19381. Commissioner. 


I CASE 2206—JOHN O’BRIEN 


The claimant was a Private in the 28th Battalion—Regimental number 
73194. He enlisted 24th October, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken 
prisoner by the enemy 6th June, 1916, suffering from shrapnel wounds in the 
left arm and third finger of the left hand, and shell shock. He had also been 
buried for four hours. He escaped into Holland on or about the 16th June, 1917, 
and reached England 19th July, 1917. He is not in receipt of pension and states 
that he has never made application therefor. He was married on the 10th 
October, 1922, but has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed on 
a ranch at $4 per day and at the same time was studying compressor mechanics. 
Since his discharge he has been employed in various capacities, his last 
occupation being that of an orange picker, at $2.25 per day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He states that he was roasted 
in front of hot coke ovens, and was struck senseless when he attempted to back 
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away from the heat. He also states that his back was injured when he was 
struck by the butt of a rifle, and further, that he was confined for 10 days in 
a cell three feet by six feet, on starvation rations. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant spent about one year as a prisoner in Germany, when he escaped. 
He was first at Dulmen and was then sent to the coal mines at Augusta Victoria. 
It is of his treatment at this latter camp that he complains. Made to stand 
at attention for hours after a long day’s work, he was also compelled to run 
the gauntlet between lines of German civilians, being beaten in the process. 
This was for failing to do the work required. He alleges that he was struck 
on the shoulder and injured. As a further punishment he was made to stand 
before the blazing coke ovens, because he failed to load the required number of 
wagons. For stepping back, to escape the intense heat, he was struck and 
knocked unconscious. He refers to three separate occasions upon which he was 
subjected to the “coke oven” punishment. While claimant’s statement as to 
this form of punishment is corroborated by a fellow prisoner, claimant’s own 
credibility is seriously impugned by the elaborate statement made by him upon 
repatriation, and which is filed of record. In this statement he lays no emphasis 
upon the “coke oven” punishment and states that working at the coke ovens 
was given him for shirking work. He describes his conduct as follows: ‘For eight 
weeks after I arrived at this camp I used to go out with the other men in 
the morning and down the pit, but with a party of Canadians slipped away 
each morning and hid in a hole all day, either sleeping or chatting.” He was 
caught and sent to work on the coke ovens, but does not refer to the roasting 
as a punishment but merely as an incident of the work. Great strain is placed 
upon one’s credulity by the statement made by claimant that he knew the soup 
they received was made from dogs, because — “we saved the bones and eventu- 
ally pieced together a small German dachshund.” 

The medical record is very incomplete and consists of a letter of Dr. 
A. M. Wilson of Los Angeles, Cal., stating he finds claimant suffering from 
a “nervous and physical exhaustion which makes it impossible for him to work 
and earn a livelihood.” Claimant’s medical history files show neurasthenia and 
impaired function of third finger of left hand attributed to shell shock and being 
“buried” for four hours and shrapnel wounds. As above indicated, claimant 
complains of an injured back, stomach trouble and nervous condition. 

In this state of the record I have reached the conclusion that claimant has 
failed to establish a case of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war resulting 
in physical disability to him. There is no proof of an injury to the back, nor 
do any of claimant’s disabilities appear to have resulted from the ‘coke oven” 
treatment, even if claimant’s story be accepted in its entirety. The claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 8, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2207—GILBERT GEORGE SAWYER 


The claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental number 
24181. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 25 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
suffering from gas. He was repatriated to England December 10, 1918. He is 
not in receipt of a pension and has not made application therefor. He is 
unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a contract miner earning 
$6.50 per day, and since his discharge was unable to return to his work as a 
miner until 1924. He worked with the Fernie branch of the G.W.V.A. for $125, 
and then returned to mining, at $140 per month. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that having refused 
to abandon kilts and don trousers he was placed in dark cells and beaten several 
times while in the strafe barracks for four or five months. He was beaten, 
kicked and struck with rifle butts and complains of general abuse. He now 
suffers from insomnia, neurasthenia and general debility. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant spent his period of captivity at, or attached to, Giessen camp. 
The evidence bears out the alleged fact that because he refused to leave off 
his kilt, which he had worn in battle, he was subjected to violent treatment, 
réceiving two terms of imprisonment, being threatened and finally compelled 
to obey the wishes of his captors. For refusing to affix his signature to a state- 
ment that he was in good health he was sent upon a punishment detachment, 
harshly treated and further imprisoned. He refused to divulge the names 
of French prisoners who had attempted to escape by removing the bars on the 
windows near claimant’s cot. For this he was severely beaten with a strap or 
rope. Claimant says very little as to his physical condition resulting from 
these experiences, but intimates that he suffers from a lung condition. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from insomnia, neuras- 
thenia and general debility. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per 
cent in his own calling and at 75 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. 
Geo. A. C. Kelman, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. On the other hand, claimant’s medical examination upon leaving 
the service reveals no disability, all systems being declared normal. 

In this state of the record, having regard to the insufficiency of the medical 
evidence, it is manifestly impossible to allow compensation to claimant. For 
the reasons explained in Opinion annexed to the present report, the burden rests 
upon claimant of showing not only maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war, but 
also a disability resulting therefrom. I find that claimant has not discharged 
this burden. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2209—HERBERT BRADSHAW 


The claimant was a Private in the 8rd Battalion—Regimental number 
10106. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a 
bullet wound in the right eye and from gas. He was repatriated to England 
on August 25, 1915, during the first exchange of prisoners. He is in receipt 
of a 40 per cent disability pension for himself and family, amounting to $56 
per month, based on the loss of his right eye from the bullet wound. He was 
married March 4, 1917, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a labourer in a lumber yard, earning about $11 per week, and 
since his discharge has been employed as a stationary engineer, earning $28 per 
week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was a stretcher 
case when captured and received brutal medical treatment, lost his eye and 
was made to work before the wounds had healed. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 4 months, when he was 
repatriated to England as medically unfit. Taken first to Roulers, he com- 
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plains of brutal and inhuman attention by the medical authorities for his injured 
eye. The bandages were ripped off, taking the skin from his nose with them. 
Placed upon a table and held down by three men, the doctor probed the wound, 
without an anaesthetic, but apparently did not remove the bullet lodged in the 
orbit. This was only done in Canada when claimant was discharged. Claimant 
engaged in an altercation with a French orderly in a later hospital, struck 
him with a pail and was sent to Senne-lager as a punishment. The condition of 
his transfer was rough, but no disability resulted. At Senne-lager, claimant 
received no maltreatment but complains of the bad food and conditions gener- 
ally. His complaint is summarized in the statement that he received improper 
medical attention at the hands of his captors and was compelled to undergo 
an operation without anaesthetic. 

The medical record as contained in moaned pension file is quite complete. 
It shows the “loss of the right eye, result of bullet wound.” The bullet entered 
the right eye, going through the orbit and entering the cranial cavity. ~ 

Claimant is probably under the misapprehension that this Commission is 
empowered to grant punitive damages. As explained in opinion annexed to the 
present report, it has no such mission. The mere fact that claimant did not 
receive treatment such as he would expect in a modern hospital, furnished with 
every equipment, does not, I consider, constitute maltreatment. As far as the 
record goes, his disability has not been increased or aggravated by the treat- 
ment shown. In the circumstances, the claim fails and it is, accordingly, 


disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2210—ALFRED ALLAN KINGSCOTT 


The claimant was a Private in the 14th Battalion—Regimental number 
27628. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 19 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but suffering 
from the effects of gas. He was repatriated to England December 27, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of disability pension. He applied for one in 1926, but it 
was not granted. He was married on July 18, 1925, but has no children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was an apprentice tile setter, earning $8 per week and since 
his discharge has been a letter carrier in the employment of the Dominion 
Government, at a present salary of $1,500 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
beaten when he refused to work in a mine and that the food he received was 
insufficient for the hard work he was compelled to perform there. He complains 
of a chronic bronchial condition which has resulted from the water-soaked 
state of the mine. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was first a prisoner at Giessen camp, and attached commandos. 
He complains of being beaten at a mine (Laurenberg) and compelled to work 
underground in damp and unsanitary surroundings, which brought on bron- 
chitis, from which he still suffers. Insufficient food and hard labour reduced his 
powers of resistance. He received no attention for the bronchitis, was. sent to 
Butsbach civil prison, served time for refusing to work, spent a year at Lichten- 
horst (as to which he has no complaints) went to Bohinte for a time, and finally 
wound up on a farm. At Bohinte he was made to work in water building canals. 
At the farm, claimant was fairly treated and has no complaints. He declares 
that he is fairly well but suffers from severe coughing spells in the morning 
upon arising. Apparently, when examined for pension, his condition was found 


MALTREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR 285 


to be faily good. The pension was not allowed but he was advised to return if 
the bronchitis became aggravated. _ 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis, 
“coughs most in morning since 1916”. His percentage of disability is stated at 
20 per cent. Dr. H. H. Murray, who certifies to the foregoing did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files contain nothing unusual 
and merely refer to the presence of bronchitis. 

Claimant is fortunate to suffer from so minor a disablement, which, in any 
event, may be attributable to the effects of gas, from which he was suffering 
when captured and may also owe its origin to nutritional causes. The com- 
plaint is quite general, and evidence does not support a finding that claimant’s 
disability results from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His recourse, if 
any, will be before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2211—HERBERT LILLIE 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 109452 
He enlisted in November, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, suffering from a gun shot wound in the right shoulder. He escaped 
into Switzerland, March 19, 1918. He is not in receipt of disability pension, 
but states he has an application pending. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, 
he was a plumber’s helper, earning $8 per week, and is still employed as a 
plumber, at an average weekly wage of from $40 to $45. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of insufficient food, 
heavy work and general abuse. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was taken to Dulmen camp and was sent on a working party to 
the coal mines—K 101—where he complains of the hard work and food. He 
was there 9 months, was taken ill and sent to hospital. He does not complain 
of any physical brutality. In hospital at Munster for 13 months, he was sent to 
Mannhein for examination by the Swiss Commission. He was not passed and 
was sent to Hueberg, where, on a working party, he made good his escape to 
Switzerland. Claimant’s statement, upon repatriation, is filed of record and 
substantiates the testimony given by him before the Commission. His com- 
plaint refers generally to conditions in the camps, where he was held, with 
resultant injury to his health—heart, lungs, throat and left ear. 

The medical record indicates that claimant sustained an injury to his ear, 
suffers from dizziness, chronic gastritis and chronic bronchitis. His percentage 
of disability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. D. M. Crawford, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files show nothing unusual, all systems being declared normal, upon discharge 
from the service. 

Apart from the period claimant spent in the coal mines, no unusual treat- 
ment has been established. In the mines, he admits that he himself received no 
physical abuse. His complaint is confined to long hours and inadequate food. 
These conditions were quite general and while claimant’s health may have suf- 
fered, I do not consider that he has proved such maltreatment with resulting 
disability as will entitle him to an award. The ear injury remains unexplained. 
His recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim 
is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2212—CARL JOHN McCARTHY 


The claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental number 8007. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He reached Metz 
in November, 1918, and was repatriated to England, December 8th of that year. 
He is not in receipt of pension, nor has he made an application therefor. He 
was married August 24, 1920, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a sheet metal worker, earning about $13.00 per week, and is now 
with the Toronto Fire Department, at $40 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of work in an Iron 
Foundry, solitary confinement for attempting to escape, beatings, and lack of 
medical attention for influenza and blood poisoning. He now suffers with trench 
mouth and nervous debility. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant spent the entire period of his captivity, with the exception of four 
months, at Giessen camp, mostly at the Geisweid Iron works. He speaks of the 
usual beatings, and also recounts the manner in which prisoners attempted to 
escape work by maiming themselves. In fact on one occasion he suffered blood 
poisoning from a self inflicted wound to his finger. For two unsuccessful at- 
tempts to escape claimant was beaten and put in solitary confinement. He con- 
tracted flu, during the 1918 epidemic, but received no treatment for it. At 
Munster camp, he was beaten when recaptured, and served time in eells both 
at Munster and Giessen upon his return. Claimant suffers chiefly from nervous- 
ness, still dreams of his treatment in Germany and cannot sleep properly. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from trench mouth and 
nervous debility. His percentage of disability is stated at 15 per cent. Dr. W. 
M. Robb, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual, all systems being declared 
normal, upon discharge from the service. . 

IT am clearly of opinion, in this case, that claimant has failed to show a 
present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. He 
may have been under the misapprehension in putting forward his claim before 
this Commission, that it would avail him upon his pension application. His 
recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2213—THOMAS FRANCIS MEYERS 


The claimant was a Private in the Third Battalion—Regimental number 
9865. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 32 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
suffering from gas. He was repatriated to England January 1, 1919. He is 
not in receipt of pension and has no application before the board. He was 
married at the time of enlistment, and has now one child born since the war. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a tailor, at $15 per week, and since 
his discharge has been employed as a postal letter carrier, earning $1,500 per 
annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of heavy work, beat- 
ings, solitary confinement, punishment parades, exposure and of being tied to 
posts. To this treatment he attributes a rupture and the loss of nine teeth. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was an old soldier, having seen service in the South African War. 
He was taken to Giessen camp, sent to a farm, returned to camp and then sent 
to Bohinte. For refusing to work he was tied to a post, with his feet barely 
touching the ground, for three hours at night. His continued obstinacy in 
refusing to work earned him further rough treatment and beatings. At a farm 
he was beaten on the head and was unconscious for four hours and was beaten 
and given solitary confinement for one month. Later he was accused of having 
set fire to a field of wheat and because he would not tell who did it, he was 
court martialled and condemned to ten years imprisonment at Cologne, 18 
months of which he served in Cologne jail. He complains of being hit in the 
privates with the butt of a rifle, causing an injury from which he still suffers. 
His last experiences in Germany were at salt mines near Saltau, and a factory 
out of Saltau. He suffered greatly from salt sores and was in hospital, where 
he speaks of the treatment as fair. Claimant regards the lack of nourishment 
whilst a prisoner as the greatest contributing factor of his disability. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate from 
a physician. Claimant’s medical files contain nothing unusual. All systems 
were declared normal on his last medical board, when discharged from the 
service. 

In this state of the record it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. It would appear from his testimony that claimant was 
reluctant to put forward a claim but was prevailed upon to do so. I am 
clearly of opinion that the case should not have been presented or pressed. In 
the absence of any medical testimony, the claim fails, and even were there 
medical evidence of record, I should require very conclusive testimony to justify 
an award in claimant’s favour. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 


CASE 2214—JOHN ALBERT McINDOO 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 113485. 
He enlisted August 2, 1915, at the age of 16 years. He was taken prisoner on 
June 2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 18, 1918, 
and is in receipt of a 30 per cent disability pension amounting to about $45 
a month, for himself and family, based on chronic bronchitis, emphysema, and 
chronic rheumatism with arthritis. He was married July 25, 1921, and has four 
children. Prior to enlistment he was employed as a stereotyper, earning about 
25 cents an hour, and is now employed as a painter periodically, earning about 
$35 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to work 
for 18 months in the coal mines, where as resuit of beatings, lack of proper food 
and exposure, he developed chest trouble, stomach trouble and rheumatism. He 
served 60 days solitary confinement on bread and water for having made attempts 
to escape. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, thence to Minden, as to which 
camps he complains of the lack of food and that he was hit over the back with a 
rifle. He was then sent to Friedrichsfeld, and from there to the coal mines for 
13 months. Here the labour was very heavy and the treatment bad. He made 
three unsuccessful attempts to escape, was confined to cells upon recapture, beaten 
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and generally abused, made to stand to attention for long periods. At claimant’s 
age—he was about 17—these experiences reacted very unfavourably upon his 
health. He complains of nervousness, stomach and heart trouble and rheumatism. 

The medical record consists of the affidavits of Drs. R. J. Brooke and W. H. 
Holmes. Dr. Brooke finds symptoms of pulmonary tuberculosis, stomach or 
bowel ulcers, loss of teeth and variococele. He estimates claimant’s disability at 
30 per cent in his own calling and at 100 per cent in the general labour market. 
Dr. Holmes finds chronic bronchitis, chronic arthritis and duodenal ulcers. He 
rates claimant’s disability at 30 per cent in his own calling and at 100 per cent 
in the general labour market. Claimant’s medical files show the bronchial condi- 
tion with chronic rheumatism and arthritis. Generally, there is evidence of 
quite definite impairment of health. 

While the recital of claimant’s experiences in Germany is not very detailed 
as to particular acts of maltreatment, I think the conclusion is clearly open that 
claimant was subjected to maltreatment whilst working in the coal mines. The 
proof clearly establishes impairment to his health and, I am of opinion that 
claimant has succeeded in showing the necessary connexity ‘between the two. He 
is, therefore, entitled to an award, and I would recommend a payment to him of 
$800, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from the 10th 
day of January, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Otrawa, December 1, 1931. 


CASE 2215—STEWART NETHERCOTT 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.,—Regimental number 113455. 
He enlisted August 31, 1915, at the age of 29 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, badly hurt, having been buried in a trench and his left leg twisted. 
He was repatriated to England December 18, 1918. He is in receipt of a 10 
per cent disability pension, amounting to $7.50 per month, based on the injury 
to his left leg. He was married at the time of enlistment and was employed as 
a sub-foreman on the Toronto Street Railway, earning $16.50 per week, and is 
now employed as a machinist earning $22 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to work 
while ill, lack of medical attention, starvation, long periods of punishment drill 
and exposure. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Dulmen camp for a short period. He complains that 
he received no medical attention for his leg and was compelled to work in the rain 
and mud. He speaks only of one incident of being kicked for not working fast 
enough. Transferred to Minden, he remained there for the duration of the war. 
He complains generally of bad working conditions, no medical attention and 
unhealthy accommodation. For refusing to work on Sundays he was punished by 
being made to stand to attention for long hours. As a result of these experiences 
he declares that his health is broken, that he suffers from his stomach, has loss 
of memory and cannot concentrate, has haemorrhoids and fallen arches. 

The medical record indicates that claimant shows premature ravages of age, 
suffers from disturbance of function of digestive system and partial loss of 
memory and inability to concentrate upon neutral problems. His percentage of 
disability is stated at 100 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the 
general labour market. Dr. Bruce Barnes, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files show some hospital- 
ization for debility and fissure in ano. 
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Claimant has not shown that alleged lack of medical attention has aggra- 
vated the injury to his leg and left him with any greater disability than he 
would otherwise have had. As to his claim for general impairment to health, I 
consider that this must be regarded as the outcome of general camp conditions 
in Germany, and cannot be ascribed to particular maltreatment. Temperamen- 
tally, from his story, I should expect claimant to have reacted unfavourably not 
only to his experiences as a prisoner, but also to service conditions. Claimant’s 
recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 8, 1931. . Commissioner. 


CASE 2216—ROBERT JOHN O’NEIL 


The claimant was a Private in the 5th Battalionn—Regimental number 
746472. He enlisted April 6, 1916, at the age of 14 years. He was taken prisoner 
September 1, 1918, suffering from a gunshot wound in the thigh. He was repat- 
riated to England December 12, 1918. He is in receipt-of a 20 per cent disability 
pension, amounting to $15 per month, based on the wound in his left leg. He is 
unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was attending school, and since his discharge 
has held various positions, and now seems to be working in a Valet shop at the 
King Edward Hotel, Toronto, earning $18 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been struck in the 
left eye with the fist by a German guard, which has affected his sight. His 
wounded left leg is practically useless due to lack of medical attention. He also 
received a bullet wound in the right leg after capture. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was a prisoner in the hands of the enemy for about 3 months, 
which he spent in hospital at Mons and Mulheim. He complains of being shot 
-by a guard after capture, but his statement as to this incident is very confused. 
At Mons, he has no complaint as to his treatment. He complains that he was 
struck over the eye by a German guard at Mulheim, when discovered stealing 
potatoes, and that this blow has permanently impaired his eyesight. He has 
never previously complained of this disability nor asked for examination. It was 
not included in his pension application. Claimant declares that he enlisted at the 
age of 14 years although his attestation papers show him to have been several 
years older. He had come to Canada from the Bernardo Home in England and 
was on a farm at the time of enlistment. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from a gunshot wound in 
the left thigh, with injury to the sciatic nerve. As to the alleged eye condition, 
the symptoms are purely subjective, Dr. T. J. Snelgrove, who certifies to 
claimant’s condition, stating merely that claimant “claims he has loss of vision 
in left eye from being struck over the eye.” He rates claimant’s percentage of 
disability at from 50 per cent to 75 per cent. Dr. Snelgrove did not appear before 
the Commission. Claimant’s medical files deal only with the leg injury. 

Claimant’s unsupported statement of impairment to his vision cannot be 
accepted as proving the fact. Nor do I think that the evidence reveals any 
maltreatment whilst claimant was in hospital—quite the reverse. His disability 
is of service origin. The claim should not have been presented or pressed before 
this Commission. It is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Comanissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 
4142919 


290 REPARATIONS, 1930-31 


CASE 2217—CHARLES TAYLOR 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental number 9725. 
He enlisted in 1914 at the age of 30 years. He was taken prisoner 24th April, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but slightly gassed. He 
was repatriated to England the 8th December, 1918. He is in receipt of a 
15 per cent disability pension, amounting to $22.50 per month, including allow- 
ance for his family, based on “arthritis, loss of distal phalanx left middle 
finger, valvular disease of heart.’”’ He was married in March, 1920, and has 
four children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a labourer, at $15 per 
week... Since his discharge he was for 3 years with the Robert Simpson Company, 
and has since been employed:as manager of a farm, at a salary of $50 per 
month, with house, fuel, fruit and potatoes. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
given a severe beating with rifle butts and mining lamps, and that on another 
occasion he was beaten with a knotted rope. He alleges that his back still 
troubles him as a result of such beatings. He complains also that while 
employed on lumber work he was struck over the hand with a hatchet, with a 
result that part of his finger had to be amputated. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was attached to Giessen camp for the entire period of his captivity. 
Sent out on a working party to a silver mine, he appears to have been singled 
out for particular treatment as an object lesson to prisoners who refused to 
work. He was taken out of the line before the squad and beaten with rifle butts, 
and declares that he still feels the effects in his back. Later, at an iron smelter, 
where he spent 18 months, for an unsuccessful attempt to escape, he was beaten 
with a knotted rope, in addition to receiving 21 days solitary confinement. He 
also complains that a German guard hit him on the finger with a hatchet, while 
he was working in a lumber camp, with the result that the finger was amputated. 
Contrasting this account of the incident with claimant’s statement in his medical 
history files, reveals a contradiction. His earlier statement is that while chop- 
ping wood he chopped the end of his third finger. When confronted with this 
contradiction, claimant’s explanation is very halting and unconvincing. Claim- 
ant complains of pains in the back and the injury to his hand. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has had his middle finger left 
hand amputated above the distal joint, that he suffers from neuritis of rheumatic 
origin, and general nervousness. His percentage of disability is stated at 25 per 
cent in his own calling and at 40 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. 
H. 8. Eagles, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission... Claimant’s medical history files show some heart trouble, the injury 
to his finger, with no objective symptoms of injury to the back. 

From a perusal of claimant’s testimony it is clear that he is under the mis- 
apprehension that this Commission is empowered to increase his pension allow- 
ance. It is dissatisfaction with the amount he now receives as pension which 
brings him before us. . Claimant’s demeanor before the Commission did little to 
dispel the doubt as to his credibility aroused. by the contradiction between his 
testimony and his earlier statement above referred to. After a careful con- 
sideration of the record, I am of opinion that claimant has failed to show 
that any present disability from which he suffers is the result of maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. His recourse, if any, is elsewhere. The claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. 
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‘CASE 2218—PETER SIMPSON THORNTON 


| The claimant was a Corporal in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 
109646. He enlisted November 28, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken 
prisoner May 2, 1916, suffering from shrapnel wounds in the head and ear, had 
his jaw smashed, wounds in the left chest and right leg above and below the 
knee. He was repatriated to England December 31, 1918. He had been in 
receipt of pension which he commuted for $160, November 20, 1920, but now has 
an application for reinstatement pending. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a truck driver, earning about $15 per week, and since his dischar ge joined the 
Toronto police force, and now earns $1,650 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to 
work while suffering from open wounds, lack of medical treatment and beatings. 
He alleges that he was shot in the shoulder by a German guard, armed with a 
revolver, and the shoulder still troubles him. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Within a few hours of his capture, while lying wounded by the roadside, 
unable to continue marching to the hospital, claimant was shot through the back 
and shoulder by a German officer, who became impatient at his slow progress and 
protests that he was unable to continue. Claimant was taken to Duisburg, 
where he received very rough and inadequate medical attention for his wounds. 
He was sent to Friedrichsfeld camp where he was beaten for refusing to work, 
his wounds being still open. Sent into Russian Poland, he was beaten for the 
same reason, returned to Friedrichsfeld and transferred to punishment camp at 
Hestenmoor. Similar treatment was here meted out to claimant, who insists 
that his wounds were still discharging and that he could get no attention for 
them. At a farm, he was ill-treated by the farmer, because he could not work 
and was kept in confinement after the Armistice until late in December. Claim- 
ant confines his complaint to the injury to his back and shoulder above described, 
from which he still suffers. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has an injured shoulder and 
left arm, shrapnel in lower left jaw and ear and suffers from impaired use of 
right leg. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent in his own 
calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. He is declared to be 
50 per cent deaf from face injury. Dr. H. E. Reid, who certifies to the fore- 
going, did not appear before the Commission. The disability above stated is 
clearly high, in view of the work claimant is able to do, and is now doing. 

There seems to be no reason to doubt the story told by claimant of the 
incident which occurred shortly after capture. As recounted, this incident 
undoubtedly constitutes maltreatment of the grossest type. There can be no 
justification for shooting a wounded prisoner, without provocation. It is 
unnecessary to deal specifically with claimant’s other complaints. I find that he 
suffers disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war and I 
would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him of $800, with interest thereon, 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 
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CASE 2219—JOSEPH McLEAN 


The claimant was a Lance-Corporal in the 2nd Canadian Tunnelling Co.— 
Regimental number 442740. He enlisted August 17, 1915, at the age of 31 years. 
He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, at Arma Wood, unwounded. He was repat- 
riated to England December 11, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension but an 
application is under consideration. He is married and has a family, 9 still 
living. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a miner and continued in that 
work for some time after his discharge, but, at the time of the hearing, he had 
not been at work for 14 months. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had to 
stand bare-headed in the sun from 8 a.m. till 8 p.m., and if he made the slightest 
move he was hit with the butt of a rifle. He refused to work on Sunday and 
received the foregoing punishment. Received kicks and blows and was finally 
put to work in a copper mine breaking rock. Was in trouble all the time and 
attempted to escape. Was confined to a small cell. Was compelled to march 
at night in below zero weather in his underwear and bare feet from one end 
of the barracks to the other until he was nearly frozen. Was obliged to stand 
thus: for over 2 hours. Contracted influenza after this and was compelled to 
return to work after 3 days. He is now receiving treatment for goitre, has lost 
his teeth and had his tonsils removed. He is unable to work. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant’s testimony substantiates the foregoing summary of his statement 
of claim. His claim for maltreatment rests chiefly upon the ground that while 
a prisoner of war he contracted “ flu” due to poor nourishment, and was com- 
pelled to work while still suffering from this malady. It is his contention that 
he contracted “ flu” as a result of the exposure and cold when made to parade 
in the barracks compound in the cold. 

No medical evidence was furnished before the Commission, but we have on 
file a complete medical record of the case furnished by the Department of 
Pensions and National Health. Claimant’s main disability would appear to be 
toxio goitre, which is regarded as of post discharge origin. He is quite incapable 
of supporting himself and family and is in destitute circumstances. 

In this state of the record, having regard to the destitute circumstances in 
which ciaimant finds himself, I have given the case very careful consideration. 
I found it difficult, at the outset, to decide that claimant had established the 
connexity between his present condition and “ maltreatment” whilst a prisoner 
of war. But upon rereading the file, I find that there is evidence to support 
a finding that claimant was subjected to punishment, exposure in zero weather 
and deliberately made to undergo unreasonable hardship with some impairment 
of health. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of $500, 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 
1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Otrawa, December 6, 1931. | Commissioner. 


CASE 2220—SIDNEY MEAKIN 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion and the 3rd Canadian Tunnel- 
ling Company—Regimental number 457810. He enlisted on July 8, 1915, at 
the age of 39. He was taken prisoner September 20, 1916, near Courcelette 
and according to the military records, was then suffering from gunshot wounds 
in the left leg and thigh. Claimant states, however, that he was in addition 
wounded in the feet, shoulder and back of head. He was repatriated to England 
on December 10, 1918. He is in receipt of a 50 per cent disability pension, 
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amounting to $43.35 per month, based on “ gunshot wound left thigh”. Prior to 
enlistment, he was an engineer with the General Electric Company for a number 
of years, earning approximately $200 per month. He has not worked at all 
since his discharge from the army. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He states he was shot imme- 
diately after his capture without reason and received no proper medical treat- 
ment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant’s case of maltreatment rests upon ene incident only, which occurred 
immediately following his capture. While still upon the field of combat, one 
of his captors pointed a rifle, declaring that he would shoot claimant. In an 
attempt to defend himself, claimant deflected the muzzle of the rifle downward, 
with the result that it discharged and apparently shot him through the private 
parts. He was taken to hospitals at Cambrai, Cologne and Nuremberg and, 
except for a short period of confinement in cells, for smoking in the ward, 
remained in hospital until repatriated. He complains of the use of paper band- 
ages in the dressings given him for his wounds, but otherwise has no complaint 
to offer. 

The medical certificate of Dr. George M. Foster declares: “ mental condi- 
tion very obscure on certain facts that I personally know. Up to September, 
1916, also since 1919, has some very strange ideas. See SC.R. This mental 
condition being due to his treatment while a prisoner of war.’”’ Dr. Foster rates 
claimant’s percentage of disability at 100 per cent and declares that he is phy- 
sically unfit in the general. labour market and mentally unfit to discharge any 
duties in a clerical way. Dr. Foster did not appear before the Commission. 
Upon reference to the medical history sheets it is found that claimant’s injuries 
are declared as:— 

1. Penetrating wound left thigh with injury left sciatic nerve and 2, defective vision, 
with the origin of the former given as the Somme and of the latter as previous to enlist- 
ment, in Canada. Claimant’s pension, as stated, is awarded for “gunshot wound left thigh.” 

The difficulty I have had in this case has been to determine whether the 
injury of which claimant complains occurred before, during or after capture. 
He himself declares quite clearly that he was shot after he had surrendered 
and was in the hands of his captors, but his medical history files do not bear 
him out in this statement. The entry is to the effect that he was wounded and 
captured the same day, the context indicating that the wound preceded his 
capture. Nothing in the record dispels the doubt thus created and after very 
careful consideration, I must disallow the claim. 


ERROL M. McD OUGALL, 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2222—EDWARD GYDE 


- The claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—-Regimental number 
24601. . He enlisted September 22, 1914, at the age of 34 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gun- 
shot wounds in the abdomen according to the military records. He declares 
that his wounds were in the back, left hip and right down to the left groin; also 
suffered from gas. He escaped to Holland in November, 1917, and was repa- 
triated to England November 30, 1917. He is in receipt of a 20 per cent dis- 
ability pension, amounting to $20.00 per month, based on gunshot wound; frac- 
ture of left ilium, neurasthenia, associated with constipation. He was married 
August 30, 1918, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as 
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a foreman in a logging camp at $130.00 per month and board, and since his 
discharge he was employed for a few months in a shipyard but had to abandon 
this work on account of ill-health and is now engaged as a rope-maker. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment. 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the treat- 
ment of his wounds in hospital, no anaesthetic being used on three occasions 
and the pain caused him to faint more than once. He also complains of being 
made to work when unfit, exposure, poor food and punishment parades. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant’s testimony coincides substantially with the statement made by 
him upon repatriation, which is filed of record. Suffering from wounds, he was 
taken to a hospital in Paderborn and has no complaint as to his treatment 
there. Somewhat improved in health, he was sent to Senne-lager, where he was 
exempted from heavy work, due to his condition. Thence, he went to Dulmen 
in November, 1916, where he was set to work with pick and shovel on the roads. 
From weakness he fainted and was then put to peeling potatoes, until, through 
illness, he was exempted by the doctor. Claimant was then sent to Emsdetten, 
where he was compelled to work in water, during zero weather, with very little 
to eat. For declining to work, he was made to stand at attention for 12 hours. 
From this camp, claimant finally escaped with two companions. Claimant tells 
a very clear story and points out that the German civilian population was on 
short rations, similar to those received by the prisoners of war. The disabilities 
of which claimant complains by reason of this treatment are stomach trouble 
and rheumatism, the former of which he attributes to dysentery from which he 
suffered when a prisoner, and confinement. The dysentery was a recurrence of 
an attack he had had in the South African War. 

The medical record indicates that claimant complains of dizziness on 
exertion and rheumatism especially in region of injury and mentions the gun- 
shot wound in left hip. Claimant’s percentage of disability is stated at 40 per 
cent, but Dr. McLean, who furnishes a certificate to that effect, did not appear 
before the Commission. The Pension records make no mention of any stomach 
or rheumatic condition; his pension, as stated, being granted on the ground of 
fracture of the left ilium, neurasthenia, associated with constipation. 

In this state of the record, I do not find that claimant has made out a case 
of disability, resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. It is far 
more likely that his ailments result from service wounds, and general condi- 
tions of camp life during captivity, which are matters solely within the com- 
petency of the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, 
be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 6, 19381. Commissioner. 


CASE 2223—HAROLD LAWSON TYACK 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
17288. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 30 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering 
from the effects of gas. He was repatriated to Holland in June, 1918, and then 
to England in November, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, although he had 
made application therefor. He is single. Prior to enlistment, he was engaged 
in farming and later had an interest in a Sign Painting business, his salary being 
$120.00 a month. After his discharge he was for two years engaged in deep-sea 
fishing, earning around $2,500.00 a year; this he had to give up on account of 
bad health. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of work in a 
blast furnace resulting in heart trouble, and of being made to wear wooden 
clogs with resultant damage to his feet. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was at Giessen camp and attached commandos during the period 
of his captivity. At Geisweid Iron Works, he complains of being made to work 
upon the blast furnaces on 24-hour shifts, and suffered from the intense heat, 
against which he was furnished with no protective devices. He was hit and 
bruised on several occasions but has suffered no disability therefrom and 
admits that other prisoners were treated worse than he was. He speaks of a 
poisoned foot which he attributes to the rubbing of wooden clogs he was forced 
to wear. He complains chiefly of the damp and unsanitary conditions in which 
he was compelled to live, rather than of any form of punishment. To the liv- 
ing conditions he attributes a painful attack of haemorrhoids from which he 
suffered and alleges that his heart was weakened and is permanently im- 
paired. While he says little in his testimony of a kidney condition, he has 
been most diligent in filing the affidavits of’a number of fellow prisoners who 
all declare, in precisely the same language that claimant “was suffering from 
heart and kidney trouble and blood poisoning in his foot, caused through ill 
treatment and exposure.” The desire to assist the claimant on the part of these 
men is very commendable, but the weight of their testimony as establishing 
the physical state of claimant is not very considerable, particularly as to the 
cause of his trouble. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic nephritis 
and myocarditis, with cardiac hypertrophy. Dr. J. A. Arthur, who certifies 
to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission, but further states that 
claimant’s condition prevents him from following his usual occupation. The 
pension files, of record, merely show that claimant’s case is under consideration 
for nephritis with myocarditis. 

Having regard to claimant’s age, I do not consider that it necessarily 
follows that his present condition results from his experiences, whilst a prisoner 
of war. It would require more direct and convincing evidence to establish the 
connexity between the two. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is properly a matter 
for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, 


accordingly, be disallowed. 
. ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Ortawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2224—WILLIAM JOHN LONG 


The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 
27226. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 22 years and was taken 
prisoner by the enemy on April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, un- 
wounded but suffering from the effects of gas and from a bruise on the left 
side of the head, leaving him in a dazed condition. He was repatriated to Eng- 
land from Switzerland September 11, 1917. He is in receipt of a pension of 
$35.00 a month based on neurasthenia, deafness in the left ear and for arrested 
tuberculosis of the lungs. He was married in December, 1919, and has no 
children. Prior to enlistment, claimant held several clerical positions, at a 
salary of about $60.00 a month and since discharge he has been employed as 
manager of hotels; was sick during the years 1928-29 and is now cashier at the 
Georgia Hotel, Vancouver, at a salary of $1,620.00 a year. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of 
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medical treatment for his lungs and ear, being forced to work before being 
operated upon, and being struck on the head with the butt of a rifle by a sentry, 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 
When captured claimant had received a blow on the head, which evidently 


injured his left ear. He was taken to Gottingen camp, where he remained about 
eleven months and complains that he received no adequate medical treatment 
for his ear, which had begun to discharge shortly after his arrival at this camp. 
It appears that he was assigned to light work and did have his ear washed out 
every morning and also had attention from a R.A.M.C. corporal. Later, another 
German doctor was in charge and he performed an operation upon the ear, 
which claimant refers to as a mastoid operation. The operation did not relieve 
the condition and the ear continued to discharge until claimant was finally 
operated upon in Switzerland, where he declares the inner ear was taken out. 
As to this condition, it may be well to say at once that the necessity for a mas- 
toid operation results from infection and not from such an injury as claimant 
describes. I am so advised by competent medical authority. During claimant’s 
stay at Gottingen and later, at Mannheim, he was roughly handled on one or 
two occasions for refusing to work, but this feature is not pressed as constituting 
maltreatment. He refers to an operation to remove some teeth, due to the infec- 
tion which spread from his ear condition, and complains of a chest condition 
which he attributes to his experiences in Germany. As stated above, claimant 
is in receipt of a pension on the ground of tuberculosis of the lungs, defective 
hearing and neurasthenia. / 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from T.B. lungs, defective 
hearing left ear and neurasthenia. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 
per cent in his own calling and at 80 per cent in the general labour market. Dr.’ 
Daniel McLellan, who certifies to the foregoing, also appeared before the Com- 
mission and spoke fully as to claimant’s condition. In 1922 he was called to 
see claimant, found him suffering from pain in the right side and after some 
treatment and an X-ray examination diagnosed the trouble as gallstones, for 
which he finally operated, removing the gall bladder. While inclined to think 
this condition may have resulted from claimant’s generally lowered resistance, 
Dr. McLellan, cannot, obviously, state that this was due to any treatment which 
claimant may have received in Germany. As to the ear condition, Dr. McLellan 
readily concedes that the blow claimant received was not the inception of the 
trouble, but is inclined to think that the infection arose from inadequate medical 
attention for a condition which bore the seeds of serious trouble. The operation 
in Switzerland was apparently to remove bone which had become necrosed 
through inattention. Dr. McLellan scouts the idea that the lung condition of 
which claimant complains results from the original dose of gas which he received 
and rather infers that this impairment to the chest followed the treatment 
pak? by claimant as a prisoner. He considers claimant quite materially dis- 
abled. 

The case presents features of difficulty and while I do not think it has been 
proven that claimant received improper medical attention whilst a prisoner, I 
feel that the rough handling to which he was subjected resulted in impairment 
to his health. On the whole, and after very serious consideration, I have reached 
the conclusion that he is entitled to an award. I would, accordingly, recommend 
payment to claimant of the sum of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 
© per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
) Commissioner. 


Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 
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CASE 2225—JAMES GIBSON 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 16311. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 26 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from gas. 
He was repatriated to England September 11, 1917, having first been released 
to Switzerland. He is in receipt of a 30 per cent disability pension, amounting 
to $42 per month for himself, his wife and family. This pension is based on 
heart disease. He was married in July, 1919, and has three children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed in a mattress factory, earning $100 per month and 
sonic discharge has been employed as a janitor at a school, earning $50 per 
month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced 
to work night and day while ill, outside, and in all kinds of weather. Now suf- 
fers from heart trouble, due to the strain of heavy work while ill without proper 
medical attention. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was suffering from the effects of gas when captured. Taken to 
Giessen camp, he requested medical attention but was told he was quite well 
and sent to work. At Geisweid Iron Works, claimant collapsed while at work, 
was examined by the doctor and finally sent to Switzerland. He does not com- 
plain of any particular acts of brutality, but rests his claim on the ground that 
the work he was compelled to do was too heavy in his weakened condition of 
health. There is corroboration for the fact that claimant was not well when 
forced to work. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from mitral regurgitant 
murmurs, left ventricular preponderance and anaemia. His percentage of dis- 
ability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. E. H. Martin, who certifies to the foregoing, 
did not appear before the Commission. From claimant’s pension file it is quite 
clear that he suffers from a heart condition, which is declared to have been caused 
by gas poisoning. . 

Claimant is clearly disabled, but. the difficulty is to connect his present 
condition with the treatment he received whilst a prisoner of war. His com- 
plaint is limited to work imposed when he was unfit to do it. As far as I can 
see, there would be nothing in claimant’s appearance to indicate that he had a 
heart condition and it can hardly be termed maltreatment that his guards should 
insist that he conform to the working conditions. His early transfer to Switzer- 
land when his condition was discovered, would seem to indicate the reverse of 
maltreatment. Viewing the case as a whole, the claim fails and it is, accord- 


ingly, disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 8, P51. Commissioner. 


CASE 2226—THOMAS W. WILLIS 


The claimant was a Private in the 78th Battalion—Regimental number 
721186. He enlisted in November, 1915, at the age of 27 years. He was taken 
prisoner in October, 1917, at Paschendale, unwounded. He was repatriated to 
England in January, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension but has filed appli- 
cation therefor. Prior to enlistment, he was an Iron Moulder by trade, and was 
earning $6 a day. Since his discharge he followed the same employment until 
3 years ago, when he had to give it up on account of his eyesight. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
struck on the shoulder and knocked down, striking his nose on some ashes which 
resulted in the loss of sight in the left eye. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 14 months, which period he 
spent at Dyrotz camp. Apart from poor food conditions he complains of only 
one incident of maltreatment. While unloading a car of ashes, he began to sing 
which evidently displeased the guard, who struck claimant across the shoulders 
knocking him to the ground where he struck his nose, and contends that he has 
lost the sight of his left eye as a consequence. He now complains that the vision 
in the right eye is also impaired. 

The medical record consists of a copy of a certificate given by Dr. Robert 
Crosby, the original whereof is declared to be with claimant’s pension file at 
Shaughnessy military hospital. Dr. Crosby finds claimant has a large amount 
of hypermetropia in each eye, which when corrected with a proper lens in right 
eye gives normal vision. The left eye, however, has only very poor vision due 
to an old chorio retinitis. Contrasting this reported condition with claimant’s 
medical board upon discharge from the army, I find that claimant’s vision in 
both eyes is declared to have been normal at that time. 

In the absence of more convincing evidence as to claimant’s present condi- 
tion, and the establishment of even a prima facie case that such condition 
resulted from acts of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war, the claim cannot 
be allowed. The mere fact that claimant was knocked down, striking his nose, 
does not necessarily involve injury to the eye. The evidence lacks definiteness. 
In this state of the record, the claim must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 


CASE 2227—WALLACE ROBERT DOWNING 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental number 113187. 
He enlisted in January, 1915, at the age of 23 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, and states that he was suffering from a wounded eye, caused by 
debris from an explosion. The army record, however, states that he was not 
wounded. He was repatriated to England on November 24, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 30 per cent disability pension, amounting to $39.00 per month, based 
on “ detached retina left eye.’ He is married and has three children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a carpenter at the rate of 45 cents per hour. 
Since his discharge he has followed his old occupation, but declares that he is 
frequently without work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he suffers 
from stomach and heart trouble, as a result of heavy labour and insufficient 
‘food. He also complains that his injured eye received no attention. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant spent his period of captivity at the following camps: Dulmen, 
Duisburg, Munster, Friedrichsfeld and Essen. He does not complain greatly 
of any particular acts of brutality but confines himself to declaring that the 
poor and insufficient food, combined with long and arduous work has undermined 
his health. He also complains that the injury to his eye received no medical 
attention, although obviously he cannot show that any such attention would 
have resulted in less disability to his sight than would otherwise have been the 
case. He now suffers from his heart and stomach, but does not exhibit any 
particular signs of debility. 

The medical record indicates ‘‘ poor and insufficient food, hard labour caused 
indigestion and disordered action of the heart.” His percentage of disability is 
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stated at 50 per cent. Dr. C. C. Brown, who certifies to the foregoing, did not 
appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files refer only to the 
eye condition, for which claimant receives a pension. 

Claimant’s disabilities, apart from loss of sight, are quite general. As stated 
in Opinion annexed to the present report, I do not consider that ailments resulting 
from conditions of camp life, having to do generally with food and work, can 
form the basis of a claim for maltreatment. Claimant has failed to discharge 
the burden of showing that a present disability results from maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. His claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 2228—JOHN GORDON LEONARD 


The claimant was a Private in the 71st Battalion, drafted to the 3rd Bat- 
talion—Regimental number 126834. He enlisted on September 9, 1915, at the 
age of 19 years. He was taken prisoner October 8, 1916, suffering from a gun- 
shot wound through the right ankle. (It is noted that the Military record gives 
“sunshot wound left heel”). He was repatriated to England in January, 1919. 
He is not in receipt of disability pension, and is undecided whether to apply 
therefor. He was married on January 31, 1923, and has three children. Prior 
to enlistment, he worked on the home farm, and since his discharge worked, 
from 1923 to 1928, at the Listowel City Dairy, at a salary of from $60.00 to 
$90.00 per month. He was compelled to give up this work by reason of ill health, 
and is now occasionally employed on a farm at $30.00 per month, and his keep, 
but not that of his family. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
attention; that he was compelled to work in a lumber camp whilst still on 
crutches. He complains also that his clothes were taken away from him every 
night and returned to him in the morning in a frozen condition, and alleges that 
as a result of this treatment he is now in weakened health. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Bapaume hospital, where he complains that he 
received no medical attention. He has the same complaint regarding Cambrai 
and Parchim hospitals, adding that he was given next to nothing to eat. Sent to 
a lumber camp, on crutches, he complains of being made to work when unable to 
do so. He received no severe beatings. His story is very confused and claimant 
was unable to tell of his experiences with any consecutiveness. He speaks of 
his general condition as run down, due to exposure, complaining chiefly of his 
stomach and nerves. Claimant displayed marked deficiency in power to con- 
centrate and to recount his story intelligently. 

There is no medical evidence of record—not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s medical history sheets contain nothing unusual, all sys- 
tems being declared normal upon discharge from the service. 

In this state of the record it is obviously impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. He has completely failed to discharge the burden of showing 
a present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His 
recourse, if any, will be before the Board of Pension Commissioners. His claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 
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CASE 2234—VERNON ALBERT HENRY 


The claimant was a Private in the Canadian Cavalry Brigade—Regimental 
number 113287. He states that he enlisted in January, 1915, the official date 
being March 29, 1915. He was then 22 years of age. He was taken prisoner 
on or about November 20, 1917, at Cambrai, unwounded. He was repatriated 
to England. December 38, 1918. He is not in receipt of penson. He was married 
in February, 1919, and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was a foundry. 
worker, earning about $20.00 per week, and is now engaged in the insurance 
business and doing fairly well. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to 
do heavy work while physically unable, due to illness and lack of food. Was 
struck over the head with a wire whip which split his head open, and struck on 
the jaw with a rifle butt. He had a severe attack of influenza and did not 
receive adequate medical treatment. He now suffers from rheumatism and 
nervous disorders. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was a prisoner for slightly more than a year. Taken to Cambrai 
and Lecoteau, he was questioned and then moved to- Minden camp for a month, 
thence to Munster No. 2, as to which camps he has no particular complaints. 
Sent out to work on a railroad near Valenciennes, he complains of the hard 
labour, long hours, poor food and rough treatment. Claimant was beaten with a 
whip and slashed across the head for not vacating barracks as speedily as 
desired. He declares he was knocked unconscious but does not attribute any 
permanent physical injury to this incident, though he does contend that his 
present nervous condition is largely due thereto. ‘Taken with the flu during the 
1918 epidemic, claimant complains that he did not receive proper medical 
attention. To undernourishment claimant attributes his present disabilities. 
He also suffers from rheumatism. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from lumbago, myalgia 
and nervous debility. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent in 
his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. H. M. 
MacDonald, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. Claimant’s medica! files show nothing unusual, his last medical board, 
upon discharge from the service declaring all systems normal. Dr. Mac- 
Donald has furnished an additional certificate explanatory of claimant’s condition. 
He makes the following significant statement: ‘‘ These troubles I attribute to 
insufficient nutrition while a prisoner of war in Germany. As a result of under 
nutrition his general body resistance was so lowered that he developed nervous’ 
debility and rheumatic pains. He also had gastro-intestinal disturbances.” | 

Clearly claimant’s disabilities are of nutritional origin and cannot be 
ascribed to any particular acts of maltreatment by his captors. As explained in 
Opinion annexed to the present report, the failure of Germany to feed her 
prisoners, in the absence of evidence of deliberate intentional starvation, can- 
not be regarded as maltreatment under the relevant sections of the’ Treaty of 
Versailles. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Com- 
missioners. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 
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CASE 2238—WALTER HAYES 


The claimant was a Private in the 38th Battalion—Regimental No. 669810. 
He enlisted on February 19, 1916, at the age of 25 years. He was taken 
prisoner August 10, 1918, unwounded, but states that he was suffering from 
concussion. He was repatriated to England on December 6, 1918. He is not 
in receipt of disability pension, but appears to have accepted a gratuity of 
$50.00, in lieu of a pension of $5.00 per month, for six months. He was married 
in October, 1921, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
in a brickyard at $15.50 per week, and since his discharge has been in the employ 
of the Toronto City Waterworks, at a salary of about $30.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of eczema on the lower 
part of the body and thighs, induced by the insufficiency and poor quality of 
the food issued to him, also that his nerves are in poor condition. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 4 months. He does not com- 
plain of any personal brutality, but confines his claim wholly to disabilities 
which he attributes to poor and inadequate food. Taken to a camp in West- 
phalia, (Dallinger sic) he was employed in a fertilizer plant, where, he declares, 
he contracted eczema, which still troubles him. He was denied medical attention 
for this condition. While he admits that he is in fair health now, he complains 
that his nerves trouble him. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from eczema lower part 
of body, scrotum and thighs. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per 
cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. 
C. A. Ames, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
In his certificate he attributes claimant’s condition to poor diet, working without 
rest, “principally overwork and bad food.” Claimant’s medical history files 
show nothing unusual, apart from moderate war neurosis. 

In this state of the record it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. As explained in Opinion annexed to the present report, 
failure to supply adequate and proper food in Germany cannot be regarded as 
“maltreatment,” unless deliberately and intentionally imposed. This he has 
not shown. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Com- 
missioners. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2239—ARTHUR C. CLEVERLEY 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 10017. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated to 
England November 18, 1918, being first exchanged to Holland in March of that 
year. He is not in receipt of pension, but has an application pending before 
the. Board. He was married in September, 1925, and has one child. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as an electrician, earning $12.00 a week, and since 
his discharge has been employed as an assistant manager with an electrical con- 
cern, earning $3,500.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been 
placed in solitary confinement, poor and inadequate food, heavy work and 
exposure. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was a prisoner at Giessen camp for seven months.. Apart. from 
solitary confinement for refusing to work, he relates no outstanding incidents. 
Removed to Lichtenhorst, where he spent 138 months, he complains of the 
enforced marching drill. It was discovered that claimant was a self-promoted 
N.C.O., and he was sent to the coal mines to work. Here the food conditions 
were very bad, the hours long, the work hard and the clothing insufficient. He 
speaks of no particular acts of brutality, but ascribes an impaired stomach and 
digestive system to the conditions he was compelled to undergo at the coal 
mines. 

The medical evidence consists of the testimony of Dr. Geo. S. Young, who 
appeared before the Commission. He states that claimant suffers from obstinate 
constipation amounting to digestive disturbance, due probably to atomy of the 
large bowel. This condition is declared to be nutritional in origin. Claimant’s 
general health appears to have improved in recent years. Claimant’s medical 
history files contain nothing unusual. His last medical board, upon discharge 
from the service, showed all systems normal. 

While claimant’s disability is probably nutritional in origin and, for reasons 
explained in Opinion annexed to the present report, would not ordinarily give 
rise to an award, there is one outstanding fact which brings me to the conclusion 
that claimant is entitled to succeed. He spent over a year in the coal mines, 
where conditions were so harsh and severe that I would be surprised to find 
that he escaped the treatment accorded without disability. Viewing all the cir- 
cumstances, I am of opinion that claimant has established some disability result- 
ing from maltreatment. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him 
of $500.00 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 


January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, | 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2240—WILLIAM McCLARY REILLY 


The claimant was a Private in the 14th Battalion—Regimental No. 3314099. 
He enlisted January 10, 1918, at the age of 21 years. He was taken prisoner 
October 1, 1918, at Cambrai, suffering from gunshot wound in the left thigh. 
He was repatriated to England January 25, 1919. He is in receipt of disability 
pension, amounting to $15.00 per month based on the wound in his leg. He is 
unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as an hotel clerk earning 
$100.00 per month and since his discharge was in the employ of the Dominion 
Government operating a bridge on the Welland Canal until October, 1928, when 
he suffered a mental breakdown and was sent to the Ontario Hospital for the 
Insane at Hamilton, Ont. He was recently released from the hospital and was 
able to appear and give testimony before me, at Toronto, on April 13, 1931. 
There are photostatic copies of his medical examination on file, showing that he 
was apparently suffering from dementia precox. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of proper treat- 
ment of the wound in his thigh resulting in the shortness of one leg. It is 
asserted that his mental breakdown is due to the nervous condition brought on 
by his treatment while a prisoner in Germany. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for three months, during which time 
he was in hospital at Gottingen. He contends that lack of proper medical atten- 
tion has resulted in greater disability than he would otherwise have had. He 
admits that he received some treatment, but complains that no X-ray photo- 
graphs were taken and objects to the use of paper bandages and the general 
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discomfort of the accommodation. In October, 1930, claimant suffered a severe 
nervous collapse and was an inmate of the Government hospital at Hamilton, 
Ontario, suffering from what has been referred to as dementia precox. He was 
discharged from hospital as normal shortly previous to his appearance before 
the Commission. In his testimony he attributes this mental condition generally 
to his experiences whilst a prisoner. 

The medical record is quite complete, consisting of copies of claimant’s 
huspitalization records. For the injury to his leg, claimant receives a pension. 

It would require very definite evidence to establish the connexity between 
claimant’s mental condition and his short period of captivity in Germany. I 
do not find that there is any relation between the two, nor do I consider that 
claimant has established that maltreatment has aggravated the condition of 
his leg. I regard the case as one purely for the attention of the Board of Pen- 
sion Commissioners. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 7, 1931. 


CASE 2241—WILLIAM GEORGE SINGER 


The claimant was a Private in the Royal Canadian Regiment—Regimental 
No. 477839. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner October 8, 1916, suffering from a gunshot wound in the left arm. He 
was repatriated to England on December 15, 1918. He is not in receipt of pen- 
sion, although he states he applied therefor in 1920. He was married on June 
14, 1924, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as an electric 
crane driver earning $20.75 per week. He is now a Civil Servant (National 
Revenue Department) at a salary of $90 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
denied medical treatment for the wound in his arm, but was on the contrary 
compélled to do heavy work. He also complains of unprovoked attacks by the 
prison guards. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was in Stettin hospital for the wound in his arm from October, 
1916, to January, 1917. Removed to Friedland in East Prussia he complains 
of being made to stand at attention for long hours in the cold and wet, which 
brought on influenza and tonsillitis. Made to work in a sawmill, he complains 
of the long hours and poor food, but does not refer to any particular acts of 
brutality. The rough treatment he received has left no disability and apart 
from the general statement that he suffered from starvation, claimant is unable 
to indicate any particular disablement, save as to his arm, which he contends 
still troubles him. — 

No medical evidence has been furnished—not even the usual certificate of 
a physician. Claimant’s medical board, upon discharge, contains nothing out 
of the ordinary and shows that his general health was good. 

In this state of the record it is apparent that claimant has not made out a 
case.of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. resulting in disability to him. 
The claim should not have been advanced or pressed, before this Commission. 


It must, accordingly, be disallowed. - : 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
| Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December. 6, 1931. 
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CASE 2242—HAZELTON CLIFFORD MOORE 


The claimant was a Private in the lst C.M.R.—Regimental number 106413. 
He enlisted March 9, 1915, at the age of 22 years. He was taken prisoner June 2, 
1916, during the battle of Mount Sorrel, suffering from wounds in the left arm, 
fracture of the humerus and flesh wounds on both legs and wound in the left, 
testicle from a bomb. He is not in receipt of pension, but received a cash 
gratuity from the Pension Board, amounting to $100.00 for the loss of the left 
testicle which had to be removed after his return to Canada in 1920. He was 
repatriated to England January 6, 1919. He was married October 5, 1921, and 
has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a book-keeper 
with the International Harvester Company at Brandon, at a salary of about 
$100.00 per month, and since his discharge has been with the same concern, at 
Lethbridge, earning from $25.00 to $200.00 per month. He gave up office work 
and took a salesman’s position with the same company in 1925, on commission 
basis. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being com- 
pelled to work while unfit to do so, of injury to his feet from wearing clogs, of 
lack of medical attention for his wounds, and of heavy work in salt mines. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant first complains of the lack of medical treatment for his wounds, 
particularly the injury to his testicle in which a piece of shrapnel was lodged. 
He was in hospital at Menin, Courtrai and Hanover, at which latter hospital 
this condition first received attention, which claimant declares was quite 
ineffectual though excruciatingly painful. He suffered from this wound until 
1900, when the testicle was removed, in Canada. He was sent to Celle-lager, 
and, after a period of convalescence, to work on a farm, thence to a cement 
factory at Wunsdorf. Here he was compelled to work in wooden clogs with 
resultant damage to his feet, from which he still suffers. At Rosenberg, he was 
made to work in salt mines for 4 months and complains that the treatment was 
particularly cruel and inhuman. He was beaten for failing to complete almost 
impossible assignments of work, made to work overtime and given very little 
food and that of the worst. Liberated from this camp, claimant was sent to a 
cement factory at Merseberg where he remained a year, working at breaking 
and loading rock. His health gave out, his back chiefiy troubling him from the 
heavy work. Claimant concluded his period of captivity at a sugar factory 
near Brunswick. He complains of an impaired stomach, weak back, impaired 
feet and a nervous affection. 

The medical record shows that claimant suffers from his stomach and is 
very nervous. His back also troubles him. This information is furnished by 
Dr. A. McNally, who, however, did not appear before the commission. There 
is also a certificate of Dr. J. S. Stewart, certifying to trench mouth and some 
damage to the alveolar process. Claimant also furnishes certificate of treatment 
for his feet and the necessity of specially made boots. 

The worst feature of claimant’s imprisonment was undoubtedly the four 
months spent in salt mines at Rosenberg. We have had abundant testimony of 
the cruelty to which prisoners were subjected in these camps. I do not think 
that claimant has been successful in showing that the lack of medical attention 
whilst a prisoner of war of which he complains constitutes maltreatment, but I 
do consider that he has made out a case of maltreatment whilst in the salt mines, 
which has resulted in some disability to him. I would, accordingly, recommend 
a payment to claimant of $500 00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent 
per annum from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa. December 1. 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2243—HAROLD E. M. BENNETT 


The claimant was a Private in the 44th Battalion, Regimental No. 234882. 
He enlisted May 2, 1916, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner June 3, 
1917, and states that he was wounded, having been blown up twice. This is 
not substantiated by the military records. He was repatriated to England 
December 17, 1918. He is in receipt of a 30 per cent disability pension, amount- 
ing to $42.00 per month for himself and family, based on neurasthenia, pul- 
monary T.B. and pleurisy. He is married and has three children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was engaged in farming, and since his discharge worked with the 
Post Office in Regina until 1928, earning $125.00 per month. He was obliged 
to resign owing to ill-health and ‘has been unable to work since. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been forced 
to work while suffering from pleurisy and neurasthenia and was discovered to 
be in such a state of collapse that the authorities were forced to put him in 
hospital in order to save his life. He was suffering from shell shock at the time 
of. capture and was a physical wreck. He received no medical attention for 
about a year and suffered from privation, was extremely nervous and had lapses 
of memory. He kept complaining all the time about his illness, but was driven 
to work, unloading stone and iron for 15 hours per day. Was struck in the 
stomach by a rifle butt and knocked down by a guard at Altdamm in 1918. 
While a prisoner he contracted pleuro-pneumonia and now suffers from a chest 
condition and a heart condition. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant had been blown up twice when captured and declares that even 
before was not in good condition; had been recommended to be sent back to the 
base. All his troubles appear to have originated at and previous to capture. 
He states that he was “ practically a wreck” when taken, and complains that, 
though he protested, he was made to work in that condition until he collapsed 
and was finally placed in hospital. He went to Douai, thence to Valenciennes 
and finally to Altdamm and Stettin. He was hit and knocked down on one 
occasion, but hard work when he was unfit to do it is the basis of his complaint. 
He speaks of his chest and heart condition as being the major disabilities from 
which he now suffers. 

The medical evidence is contained in claimant’s pension file. These records 
indicate that claimant’s neurasthenic and pulmonary condition were incurred 
during service, as distinguished from his period of captivity. The medical 
observer notes the case as one of constitutional psychopathy, and that claimant 
uses very extravagant language about himself. It was apparent in his testi- 
mony that he was obsessed with the injustice of his treatment by the Germans, 
and that this obsession has reacted upon his entire nervous system. 

With every sympathy for claimant, in his impaired state of health, I yet 
have been unable to reach the conclusion that he has any recourse before this 
Commission. The origin of his trouble was due to service, and I do not. con- 
sider that his condition became aggravated by maltreatment whilst a prisoner 
of war, which has resulted in a disability he would not otherwise have had. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 19, 1931. 
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CASE 2246—THOMAS BRAMA DIPLOCK 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
16267. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gas. 
He was repatriated to England November 18, 1918. He is not in receipt of 
pension. He was married July 22, 1919, and has three children. Prior to 
enlistment, he held a clerical position with a lumber company and with the 
Municipality of North Vancouver, at a salary of $75 per month. Since his 
discharge, he has held other clerical positions with the municipality and with 
the Soldier Settlement Board, with salaries ranging from $105 to $175 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to. maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
subjected to abuse and blows from rifle butts when being escorted behind the 
German lines. Was transferred to Cologne, Germany, in an overcrowded box 
car with bad ventilation and lack of food and water. Asa result of cold, pocr 
sleeping accommodation and insufficient food in the camp he contracted haemor- 
rhoids and catarrh. Was compelled to march in heavy wooden clogs and forced 
to work in the reclaiming of marsh lands. Suffers from poor nerves, haemor- 
rhoids, catarrh and severe head pains and 1s advised by his doctor that his 
disability ig permanent and likely to increase with age. 

An analysis of the evidence .reveals:— 

The facts as shown in the foregoing summary of the statement of claim 
have been substantially established by claimant’s testimony and supporting 
affidavits. No particular disability is alleged to have resulted from brutal or 
violent treatment. The complaint is confined to the ailment contracted by 
claimant—haemorrhoids—whilst a prisoner and said to be ascribable to poor 
living conditions, damp and cold, insufficient and poor food aggravated by long 
hours of punishment or exercise drill impcsed upon non-commissioned officers at 
Giessen camp. The claim of injury to claimant’s feet has not been pressed. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from haemorrhoids, nasal 
catarrh and neuritis. His percentage of disability is stated as 15 per cent in 
his own calling and from 50 per cent to 60 per cent in the general labour market. 
No other medical evidence than the certificate of Dr. R. C. McCarley has been 
submitted. The medical history files show that, upon discharge, claimant’s 
general health was good. 

In this state of the record J do not consider that claimant has succeeded in 
showing that the malady from which he suffers has resulted from maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war. He underwent the conditions imposed upon all pris- 
oners and if, in fact, he is now suffering a permanent disability due to his 
experiences, I am inclined to think he should seek recourse before the Board 
of Pension Commissioners. I am, therefore, of the opinion that the claim must 
be disallowed. : 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2247—FRED GORDON COBURN 


The claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental number 
8196. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
suffering from a touch of gas. He was repatriated to England December 18, 
1918. He is not. in receipt of pension, has made no application therefor, nor 
does he intend to do so. He was married May 4, 1921, and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a bank clerk at a salary of $50 per 
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month, and since his discharge returned to the bank at $70 per menth, and 
later was with the Soldier Settlement Board at Ottawa, and at the time of 
making this claim was earning $255 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to work 
digging and laying sewers and being lodged in a damp cellar. After one week’s 
work he, with other prisoners struck. ‘They were returned to the punishment 
barracks at Giessen for two weeks. He was here compelled to sit on a low stool 
from 6 a.m. till 8 p.m. without being allowed to sleep, talk or read. Upon 
release, was placed at building a dam and worked six weeks with wheelbarrows 
and shovel, but owing to the accidental death of the chief engineer, for which 
the prisoners were blamed, they were returned to Giessen for two weeks’ further 
punishment. Suffered still another two weeks’ punishment for being: considered 
lazy. In December, 1915, was placed at work in the stone quarries handling 
rock covered with snow and ice, with bare hands. Attempted to escape and was 
taken to a Russian work camp where he was compelled to stand at attention, 
all night, almost naked. One of the guards struck him a blow with the butt of a 
rifle, on the back of the head, knocking him unconscious. He was also severely 
kicked. Placed in the dark cells at Giessen in the military prison where a 
thrashing was administered every morning. Served several periods of solitary 
confinement on a diet of bread and water, and for refusing to work on munitions 
was beaten and kicked about. Also lost a gold watch and fob taken from him 
behind the German lines, valued at $50. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

The foregoing summary of claimant’s statement of claim is borne out by 
his evidence before this Commission, and is supported by the affidavit of a 
fellow prisoner. There is no corroboration as to the loss of personal effects 
claimed. Claimant can point to no particular disability resulting from his 
experiences whilst a prisoner of war. His claim is entirely general. 

There is no medical evidence of record. Claimant speaks of some trouble 
with his eyes but declares that he was told by an eye specialist that he could 
not prove his case. The medical history files show that upon medical examina- 
tion upon leaving the service, claimant was found fit-—‘ all systems normal”. 

While the evidence establishes ill-treatment whilst a prisoner of war, 
claimant has failed to prove that any disability has resulted therefrom. In 
the absence of some medical evidence showing disability this cannot be inferred. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALB, 


Orrawa, December 7, 1981. Commassioner. 


CASE 2248—JOHN EDWIN ALDOUS 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
17193. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 25 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He 
was repatriated to England November 24, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a bank clerk at a salary of $1,100 per 
annum, and since his discharge. has tried several jobs but has been unable 
to keep them, and, at the time of the hearing, was unemployed. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been 
forced to work in the coal mines with insufficient food. He contends-that his 
health has been ruined and his digestive organs badly impaired. Suffers attacks 
of asthma each year, which he attributes to the conditions under which he lived 
as a prisoner for three years and eight months. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— | dinoni 
Practically the whole period of claimant’s captivity was spent at Osterfeldt, 
working in the coal mines. Long hours of labour in the mines, poor accommoda- 
tion and worse food are the main complaints advanced by claimant. On one 
occasion he was made to stand at attention in the sun for going on strike and 
refusing to work. He speaks also of some maltreatment in the way of being hit 
with butts of rifles and bayonets, but declares that he was not physically injured 
thereby. His impaired health is ascribed to lack of food and hard work. 
~ The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
arterio-sclerosis and intermittent attacks of asthma. His percentage of disability 
is stated at. 100 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general 
labour market. Dr. G. A. Petrie, who certifies to this condition, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical examination upon leaving the 
service shows “all systems normal.” 

The case presents difficulty in reaching a conclusion as to whether the 
disability of which he now complains has resulted from maltreatment while a 
prisoner of war. I cannot say that he has discharged the burden of showing a 
connexity between the two, but, having regard to the fact that he spent over 3 
years in the coal mines, I feel that it is a fair inference that he has suffered 
some disability which may be said to be the result of maltreatment, as is more 
fully explained in general Opinion annexed to the present report. I would, 
accordingly, recommend payment to claimant of $700.00, with interest thereon, 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 


CASE 2250—LIEUT. ROBERT C. PITMAN 


The claimant was a Flight Lieutenant in the Flying Corps; he enlisted in 
the Royal Canadian Regiment in October, 1915, and transferred to the Flying 
Corps in 1917. His age on original enlistment was 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner September 18, 1918, unwounded but had suffered from shell shock in 
the fall of 1916. He was repatriated to England in December, 1918. He is not 
in receipt of pension. He was married in April, 1921, and has one child. Prior 
to enlistment, he was a Law Student and afterwards Deputy Clerk District and 
Surrogate Court, Saskatoon, at a salary of $125.00 a month, and since his 
discharge has been employed by the Soldiers’ Settlement Board, at a salary, in 
1930, of $160.00 a month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being 
imprisoned in cells, lack of proper medical attention and food. He also complains 
that all his flying equipment was taken from him, including personal effects of 
his own, to the value of $238.60. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a priscner in Germany for about 3 months. He does not 
complain of any particular acts of brutality but declares that bad living condi- 
tions, exposure, lack of medical attention and lack of nourishing and sustaining 
food. brought on a chest condition which impairs his health. His chief complaint 
is that he was placed in a cell which was damp and cold and that he caught a 
severe chill and cold which developed into bronchitis and flu, for which he 
received no medical attention. This occurred at Ingolstadt, about October 12, 
1918. In addition, claim is made for the loss of personal effects to a value of 
$238.60, which effects claimant declares were taken from him. by his captors. 
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The only corroboration furnished as to claimant’s condition in Germany is an 
affidavit from a fellow prisoner that, in his opinion, claimant. suffered from a 
chest trouble and bronchial congestion. 

_ The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from recurring attacks 
of bronchitis, influenza and pleurisy. His percentage of disability is stated at 
10 per cent in his own calling and at 20 per cent in the general labour market. 
The medical history files show nothing out of the ordinary. 4 

It is clear, from the evidence, that at the time claimant sought medical 
attention, it was not available owing to the disorganization of the German forces 
at that time. After very careful consideration, I cannot reach the conclusion 
that claimant was subjected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war resulting 
in disability to him. He has failed to establish the connexity between his 
present condition and the treatment of which he complains. If disabled, as he 
says, his recourse is elsewhere. The claim for loss of personal effects also fails, 
for lack of corroboration. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, _ 
| Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2251—_JOHN CHARLES HINES 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 6th Battalion Royal West Kent Regi- 
ment—Regimental number 7665. He had been living in Canada since .1907 
and was a reservist in the British army. He was called up at the outbreak of 
war, and sailed for England from Quebec City. He was taken prisoner April 9, 
1917, unwounded, but had been previously wounded, in 1915, in the left forearm. 
He was repatriated to England December 30, 1918. He is not in receipt of 
Imperial pension nor has he made application therefor. He was married at the 
time he left for overseas and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a painter on day wages, earning about $78.00 per month, and since 
his discharge has not been employed steadily, but has worked as a painter 
making $39.00 per week when employed. Illness and fainting spells have oper- 
ated against his being able to keep at work. ol 

In corroboration of his residence in Canada, before the war, there are certi- 
fied copies of letters written to him by the Rev. Austin Ireland from Lachine, 
Quebec, and a letter from the Rev. Mr. Ireland from Thorold, Ontario, dated 
February 4, 1931, to the claimant’s solicitor advising that Hines name is on the 
Honor Roll at St. Stephens Church, Lachine, indicating that he was one of the 
residents of that city who served overseas. seh 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of impaired health due 
to close confinement in a temporary prison camp and avers that, as a result 
of his detention in the dungeon, he has developed rheumatism. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant served with the Imperials, as above stated, but was a resident of 
Canada prior to the war and went home to rejoin his old battalion. Thesé facts 
have been clearly established and give this Commission jurisdiction to entertain 
the claim. Claimant confines his complaint as to maltreatment to his period of 
imprisonment in dungeon at Fort Macdonald, immediately following his capture. 
Owing to the crowded, filthy and unsanitary conditions of this prison he alleges 
that he contracted rheumatism from which he still suffers. As to his remaining 
experiences at Munster and Hestenmoor camps he has little complaint, but speaks 
generally of rough treatment. | Re tr OR 563 
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There is no medical evidence in this case, not even the usual certificate attest- 
ing claimant’s present condition and stating his degree of disability: The Cana- 
dian military records are, of course, silent.as to claimant, since he was with the 
Imperials. | 

In this state of the record it is obviously impossible to find in claimant’s 
favour. Maltreatment alone does not suffice to found a claim. Resultant dis- 
ability must be shown. Were it otherwise, the mere fact of imprisonment would 
almost alone support a claim, and clearly, this is not the maltreatment contem- 
plated by the reparation provisions of the Treaty of Versailles. The claim must, 


accordingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
| Commissioner. 
OTrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2252—WILLIAM MURRAY MILLER 


The claimant was a Private in the 5th Battalion—Regimental number 
13206. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 25, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a gun- 
shot wound in the breast. He was repatriated to England on December 30, 
1918. He is not in receipt of pension, but states he may now apply for one. 
Prior to enlistment, he was a carpenter and is now employed as a telephone 
man. Lae , 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that three teeth 
were forcibly extracted without.an anaesthetic being administered, with the 
result that the right side of his upper jaw has been considerably damaged. 
He also complains that on several occasions he was beaten with the flat of a 
bayonet. : 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:—. ay 

Claimant spent two months in hospital recuperating from his wounds. 
He was then sent. to Stendal camp and working detachments connected there- 
with. His complaint as to maltreatment is confined to one incident. Report- 
ing sick with toothache he was taken to a German dentist who forcibly extracted 
three teeth without anaesthetic. Claimant protested, but was held down by the 
sentry who accompanied him, while the dentist proceeded with the extraction. He 
also complains generally of being beaten, but did not suffer any permanent dis- 
Artlity so" 

The médical record is very complete and indicates that claimant sustained 
considerable damage to his jaw. Dr. W. C. McKechnie certifies that upon exam- 
ination he finds on the upper right maxilla there is considerable of the posterior 
part of the alveolar process missing as well as a portion of the jaw bone itself. 
The gum is loose and irregular and would prevent the proper wearing of a 
plate. Supplementing this certificate Dr. W. EK. Wessels, dentist, appeared 
before the Commission and told of treatment given by him to claimant. He 
declares that for a distance of about an inch and one-half the gum appeared 
to have no bone underneath. It was loose and flabby; pus was oozing from 
the area. Dr. Wessels lanced the gum and found that in an extraction of teeth 
the. posterior of the maxilla had been broken and a piece missing as large as his 
thumb. Examination revealed that the area was badly necrosed and for sev- 
eral months curetting was resorted to to remove the necrosed pieces and crumbs 
of bone. Dr. Wessels expresses the opinion that the condition was due to brutal 
dentistry, because “ the whole Jawbone was broken, the jawbone that holds the 
teeth.” The injury is of course permanent and prevents claimant from ever hav- 
ing a proper denture. Eo AO NETO 
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While the medical evidence appears to Justify the conclusion that claimant’s 
teeth were extracted with the maximum of cruelty and the minimum of proper 
dental skill, claimant’s medical files do not support his statement that these 
extractions occurred in Germany. The dental record, upon discharge from the 
service, indicates the presence of at least one tooth in the area where the greatest 
damage appears to have been caused. A consideration of this file casts very 
great doubt as to the accuracy of claimant’s statements and I have reached the 
sores oRten that claimant cannot succeed. The claim must, accordingly, be dis- 
allowed. 

kas ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. Commassioner. 


CASE 2253—LIEUT. ARTHUR CLARENCE LEE 


The claimant was a Lieutenant attached to the Royal Flying Corps. He 
enlisted March 1, 1915, at the age of 24 years. He was taken prisoner } May 20, 
1917, having been shot down by the enemy while flying. He sustained minor 
bruises in the crash of the plane. He was repatriated to England December 25, 
1918. He was married December 15, 1920, and has one child. He is not in 
receipt of pension nor has he made application therefor. Prior to enlistment, 
he was working at home on his father’s farm, and since discharge has been run- 
ning his own farm. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of poor food, for which 
he had to pay out of his army pay some $15 per month and the quantity and 
quality received could not be worth $1. His nerves are bad and he suffers from 
lapses of memory. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant, a flying officer, was brought down by the enemy. He was a 
prisoner in Germauy for about 18 months. From Karlsrhue, he was sent to 
Strohen. He complains that he was confined to barracks for a month because 
his captors had discovered a tunnel other prisoners were building with a view 
to escape. Claimant attributes haemorrhoids from which he still suffers to this 
confinement and the poor food. He has no other complaint as to maltreatment, 
but declares that he also suffers from lapses of memory and inability to concen- 
trate due to his experiences as a prisoner. This latter trouble developed after he 
had returned to Canada. Claimant claims for loss of effects and money expended 
in buying food whilst a prisoner. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from haemorrhoids and 
lapse of memory. His percentage of disability is stated at 25 per cent. Dr. 
F¥. T. Green, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commis- 
sion. Claimant’s medical history files declare that he is not suffering from any 
functional or organic disease of his nervous system, without any indication of 
disability resulting from his period of service. 

It is shown in the evidence that claimant had had several minor service 
accidents before capture. I am inclined to think that his lapses of memory are 
due to super sensitiveness on claimant’s part and could be corrected by a system- 
atic effort to improve the condition. As to his haemorrhoids, if serious, these 
could be reduced and a cure effected by surgical treatment, if deemed ‘advis- 
able.. On the whole, I do not consider that claimant has established the con- 
nexity between his present disability and any maltreatment to which he was 
subjected whilst a prisoner of war. At all events, the claim, if any, is one for 
the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. His claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 

mes ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 38, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2255—PERCY SEDORE 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
17277. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 24 years. He was taken 
prisoner | April 24, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from three gunshot 
wounds in the left leg, wound in the right groin, and had been gassed. He was 
repatriated to England on December 5, 1918; he is not in receipt of pension. 
Prior to enlistment, he was a shingler earning $8 a day piece work, and since 
his discharge he continued his calling, but can only earn around $3 a day through 
having to compete with others at piece work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being struck 
over the head with the butt of a rifle, and with a lance, being placed in solitary 
confinement for 21 days as punishment for smoking in barracks and also 14 
days for not working faster. He complains further that he was hit over the 
head with a bayonet, the result being that he has lost the use of his hearing in 
one ear. 

' An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant, on his own admission, considered it his duty to give his captors 
as much trouble as possible. Quite apart from several attempts to escape, he 
was instrumental in organizing a small party of prisoners into a band known 
as the “ Iron twenty,” the group refusing to be cowed by the guards and taking 
all the punishment handed out. That they were truculent and intractable is be- 
yond question, and the severest kind of punishment was visited upon them. They 
were marked men, with rings painted on their uniforms to indicate their quality. 
A witness called to testify as to these facts declares that he ‘ never saw two 
men (the other was Martin) take such human punishment as they did and live 
through it.” I have no reason to doubt the story told by claimant, and even 
though he did bring much of the brutality upon himself by his truculence and 
disobedience, the punishment given him went beyond reasonable bounds. He 
was repeatedly struck and injured, and served punishment in dark cells to the 
lasting injury of his health. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from loss of hearing, left 
ear; gunshot wound of left leg; impairment of function of legs and back, muscles, 
spine, etc. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent. Dr. W. O. 
Brydon-Jack, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission but has filed a further certificate to the effect that claimant’s defective 
hearing and injured leg very greatly disable him, and that he is unable to keep 
up with other workmen of his class. The medical history sheets reveal nothing 
out of the ordinary. 

I am of opinion that the record fully justifies claimant’s contention that 
he sustained injury whilst a prisoner of war, from which he still suffers. Not- 
withstanding the fact that his captors had some reason to punish him as a 
refractory prisoner, I am satisfied that they carried this punishment to unneces- 
sary and unreasonable lengths, which may, for present purposes, be regarded 
as maltreatment. I find, therefore, that claimant has established the two neces- 
sary elements to his claim, vizZ., maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war, followed 
by resultant disability. Viewing all the circumstances, I would recommend a 
payment to claimant of $1,000, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent 
per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
; Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 30, 1931. 
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CASE 2256—NATHAN RICE ~ 


‘The claimant was a Private in the Ist C.M.R.—Regimental number 17162. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 25 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gunshot wound 
in the right wrist and finger and from gas. He was repatriated to England 
November 25, 1918. He was in receipt of a pension of $15.00 per month, for 
one year, when it was commuted for $50.00. It was based on need of rest, due 
to tuberculosis and limited movement of the hand. He is unmarried. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a railway trainman and resumed this employ- 
ment after discharge, but was laid off just before the hearing in Vancouver due 
to some infraction of the rules. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to 
work in the stone quarries, was struck, kicked and beaten, stabbed with a 
bayonet in the wrist. He complains of lack of medical treatment with injury 
to his eyes and wrist. It is noted that upon enlistment he bore a sear on his 
right wrist. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant spent the first six months of his captivity under treatment for his 
eyes. He feared that he was going blind from the effects of gas received before 
capture. He was well treated in hospital and when discharged he was sent: to 
a working commando attached to Giessen camp. At a stone quarry—Huesten 
Gewerkschaft—he declares he was stabbed with a bayonet in the right wrist 
and beaten for failing to do the work required of him. He was unconscious for 
24 hours following this treatment. Later, at another commando, he sustained 
an injury to the second finger of his right hand, but this seems to have been an 
accident. He complains that the grip in his right hand has been considerably 
weakened through these injuries. Claimant made 5 attempts to escape and 
underwent 4 courts martial and served many periods of solitary confinement. 
He speaks of other acts of abuse but lays emphasis only upon those above 
recited. Several affidavits have been filed in part corroborating claimant’s 
testimony, but from their form (all identical in language) they do not carry 
great conviction. 

Claimant has brought forward no medical evidence in support of his claim. 
He refers to his pension file, from which it appears that he was recommended 
rest due to tuberculosis of lungs, and it is noted that he has difficulty in grasp- 
ing due to limited movement. There is nothing in the record indicating any 
report by claimant of the alleged injury due to a kick in the testicles. He refers 
to his gas blindness from which he has apparently completely recovered. The 
shrapnel injury to left wrist is noted as also the disabled finger of the right hand, 
but no mention is made of a scar on the right wrist. 

In this state of the record, I do not consider that claimant hal made out a 
case of present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. 
I was, at the outset, rather inclined to give claimant the benefit of the doubt, 
but upon examination of the pension files, I have felt that the doubt must 
be resolved in the contrary sense. On the whole, viewing all the circumstances, 
the claim fails. It must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 
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CASE 2257—CAPTAIN DAROLD WATSON DAVIS 


The claimant was a Captain in the Royal Flying Corps. He enlisted 
March 19, 1915, at the age of 19 years. He was taken prisoner December 21, 
1916, having been shot down in an aeroplane outside Bapaume, suffering. with 
a bullet wound in the left buttock. He was released to Holland in June, 1918, 
and repatriated to England November 26, 1918. He is in receipt of a 30 per 
cent. pension, amounting to $30.00 per month, based on weakness and pain in 
the back, left arm and shoulder and gunshot wound in the left buttock. 

He was married October 29, 1929, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed as a Bank clerk, at a salary of $1,400.00 per annum, and since 
his discharge, returned to banking and later worked for the Liquor Board of 
the Government of Alberta, at a salary of $2,000.00 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the use of explosive 
bullets with which he was wounded, denial of medical attention for his wounds, 
unsanitary and filthy living conditions, foot injury due to enforced use of wooden 
clogs, solitary confinement and poor food. He claims also for loss of personal 
effects. As a result, since discharge, he has had lengthy hospital treatment and 
his condition is setting worse through neglect and lack of treatment at the time 
when something could have been done for him. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant confines his claim to lack of proper and adequate cise atten- 
tion whilst a prisoner in Germany. He alleges first, as an instance of maltreat- 
ment, that he was shot down with explosive bullets used by the flying officer 
who attacked him. This statement, standing alone, without clear corroboration, 
cannot be accepted. When he was brought down, claimant also sustained injury 
to his spine and complains bitterly that he received no medical attention for 
such injuries at the hospitals he was sent to. After capture, when he regained 
consciousness, claimant was at a field hospital, next at Cambrai, then Hanover 
and declares that apart from casual dressings he received no surgical treatment, 
such as he obviously required. He was removed to a prison camp at Karlshruhe 
before he was able to move about, made to wear wooden clogs which blistered 
and poisoned his feet, was transferred to Heidelberg, and then to Crefeld, and 
later to Strohenmoor. At the latter camp he complains of the unsanitary con- 
ditions, of being given 3 weeks’ solitary confinement because it was alleged that 
his plane had contained propaganda leaflets. He does not allege any acts of 
brutality on the part of his captors, but protests that the food given him: was 
not fit for a man in his condition, and that in hospital, due to the filth of his 
bed, he contracted bed sores, which set up an infection and poisoned his system. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from fracture of the 
4th and 7th cervical vertebrae, 1st to 4th ribs dislocated, injury to nerve plexus. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 30 per cent in his own calling and at 
100 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. J. A. Reid, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files show an injury to the back, left arm and shoulder, with gunshot wound 
in buttock slight, for all of which he receives a pension. 

It will be seen at once that claimant’s injuries are directly the result. of 
his war service. His effort to show that lack of medical attention aggravated 
the condition and has left him with a disability which he would not otherwise 
have had is not, in my opinion, supported by the evidence. Nor can he main- 
tain, successfully, that the loss of his military clothing and equipment constitute 
a valid claim. T his claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. Commissioner.” 
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CASE 2258—EDMUND JOHN HICKS 


-* The claimant was a Lance-Corporal in the 8rd Battalion—Regimental 
number 9926. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was 
taken prisoner April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but 
suffering from gas poisoning. He was repatriated to England on December 7, 
1918. He was in receipt of disability pension, based on “ nephritis,’ but this 
pension was discontinued in September, 1919, for the reason that claimant 
neglected to report back to the Pension Board. He was married on October 17, 
1921, but has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was a butcher’s clerk earning 
$16 per week, and is still so employed, at a present salary of $20 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
struck on the cheekbone with a shovel, as a result of which he contracted a 
severe attack of erysipelas of the head, which in its turn induced the stomach 
trouble from which he alleges he now suffers. 

‘An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant spent the first eight weeks of his captivity at Giessen camp, where, 
outside.of food conditions, the treatment was fair. He was sent to a chemical 
factory at Mannheim, and remained attached to this camp for the duration of 
the war. He complains that the fumes in the factory, against which he was 
given no protection, injured his throat. He was injured in an accident and 
received no treatment, was hit in the back with butts of rifles and generally 
beaten. He emphasizes an incident which is alleged to have brought on erysip- 
elas. A German guard hit him in the face with a shovel when exhibiting his 
skill as a bayonet instructor. Claimant declares the blow to have been inten- 
tional. He became ill, lost the hair on his head and was exempted from work 
for the remainder of his captivity. He still suffers as a result of this illness 
brought. on in the manner indicated, and complains of his stomach condition. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic gastric 
catarrh and colitis. The condition of erysipelas is also referred to. His percent- 
age of disability is stated at 20 per cent. Dr. R. C. Griffith, who certifies to 
the foregoing, appeared before the Commission and gave very definite evidence 
as to claimant’s impaired state of health, which he had no hesitation in attribut- 
ing. to claimant’s experiences as a prisoner of war. He had known claimant 
before the war, and, while declaring that the patient is better now than when 
he first: saw him after the war, he finds quite definite disablement. He speaks 
chiefly of the digestive condition, but mentions erysipelas as a contributing 
factor to the general impairment of claimant’s health. Claimant’s medical 
history files show also some heart affection, with possible kidney trouble.. 

In these circumstances, I am of opinion that claimant has made out a case 
of disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. Leaving aside 
the digestive disturbance spoken of, the attack of erysipelas, induced by mal- 
treatment, has left in its train some disability for which claimant is entitled to 
an award. I would recommend payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from the 10th day of January, 1920, to 
date of Beyanente 


pe er M. ‘McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa;, December 3, 1931. 
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CASE 2259—CHARLES SHERIDAN COOKE 


The claimant was a Lance-Corporal in the 7th Battalion—Regimental 
number 16525. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 48 years, although his 
attestation paper indicates his age was 45. He was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from a touch 
of gas. He was repatriated to England November 30, 1918. He is not in 
receipt of pension, and has not made application therefor. He is not married. 
Prior to enlistment, he earned about $100 per month in British Columbia, .at — 
work not specified in his claim papers, and since his discharge acted as hotel 
manager until 1928, at a salary of $150 per month. Had to abandon work 
until February, 1930, when he became a billiard room attendant at $75 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of severe stomach’ dis- 
orders and gall stones necessitating operations, which trouble originated in 
Germany, due to exposure, lack of food and nourishment. Was compelled to 
work in a foundry and to lie on a stone floor. Food was very poor and insuffi- 
cient and he became badly run down and contracted a severe cold. Suffered his 
first attack of gall bladder trouble at Geissen in 1917. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant does not complain of any acts of brutality at the hands of his 
captors, while at Geissen and Geisweid Iron Works. He declares, quite frankly, 
that some men were brutally treated but that, to a certain extent, they were to 
blame and brought punishment and ill usage upon themselves by truculent 
behaviour to the guards. Claimant has suffered greatly from gall stones which 
he attributes to exposure and poor food. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffered from gall stones in 
December, 1919, and January, 1920, and was attended therefor by Dr. R. 
McCaffrey, who furnishes a certificate to this effect. Dr. Robert MeKechnie 
also certifies that he operated upon claimant in September, 1926, removing his 
gall bladder. The pathological diagnosis was “sub-acute exacerbation in a 
chronic cholecystitis with Choelithiasis.” 

It will be noted that claimant was not young upon enlistment and evidently 
was unable to stand the strain, as were others, of the food shortage in Germany. 
This condition was quite general, and as pointed out in opinion annexed to the 
present report, the failure to supply more and better food to prisoners of war 
cannot, in itself, be regarded as maltreatment. Even had claimant clearly 
demonstrated the connexity between his condition and the lack of food in 
Germany, I do not consider that this would have been sufficient to entitle him to — 
an award from this Commission, unless he could have gone further and shown 
deliberate, intentional starvation.. His recourse, if any, clearly, is elsewhere: 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. ie 


| | ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 10, 1931. oar | Commissioner. 


CASE 2260—-THOMAS SMITH 


The claimant was a Sergeant in Number Two Tunnelling Company—Regi- 
mental number 503410. He enlisted on January 6, 1915, at the age of 30 years. 
He was taken prisoner 2nd of June, 1916, with, Brigadier General Victor 
Williams, and was not wounded. He was repatriated to England, via Holland, 
in November, 1918. He is in receipt of disability pension, class 19, based upon 
conjunctivitis, amounting to $26.00 (now apparently reduced to $11.60), per 
month, including wife and children. He is married and has three children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was engaged in the Middlesboro Collieries, at Merritt, 
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B.C., as a shift boss in the mines, earning $7.00 per day and appears also to 
have been employed with the British Columbia police. Since his discharge, he 
resumed his occupation with the Middlesboro Collieries as a night watchman 
until he received an appointment with the British Columbia police in 1926, and 
is now earning $3.80 per day. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that immediately after 
being taken prisoner his face and eyes were burned with liquid fire by German 
soldiers, that he received no medical attention for this trouble, nor for a wound 
in the leg, where he was shot by a German guard after capture. He complains 
also of long periods of punishment parade, blows from rifle butts, the unjustified 
use of disinfectants, causing injury, and being hit on the head by a German 
eh He attributes to this treatment impaired vision and weakened heart 
condition. . 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was captured with Brigadier-General Victor Williams. He declares 
that on the third of June, the day after he was captured a German under-officer 
hit him with a rifle butt on the left breast, knocking him to the ground, hit him 
again while he was down and then shot him in the leg just below the knee at the 
back. Shortly after this episode, when he was assisted to his feet, he was burnt 
in the face and eyes from flame used by a German patrol and alleges that he 
received no attention at any time in Germany for these injuries. Claimant was 
then taken to Dulmen Camp, as to which he has no particular complaints, except 
that he received no medical attention and was made to stand at attention for 
long hours at a time. From Dulmen, he was sent to Minden where he remained 
about a year and again complains that he received no medical attention although 
he requested it and was made again to stand at attention for long hours as 
punishment. Sent from Minden to Libau in Russia, camp EK 2, he speaks of 
conditions as very rough. He was smashed across the face by a German officer 
for declaring himself a Canadian and it was at this camp that an under-ofiicer, 
under directions from officers, poured disinfectant over his head, which resulted 
in his hair coming out and his body being burned. On this occasion he was also 
hit behind the ear by an officer with a riding crop and was unconscious for about 
half an hour. A scar appears at the point of injury. From Libau, he was taken 
to a camp behind the lines at Cambrai, where he complains that he was beaten 
with rifle butts and forced to work loading transports. From Cambrai he returned 
to Minden and was repatriated from that camp. There is corroboration for 
claimant’s statement as to the injuries to his face and eyes in the affidavits of 
two fellow prisoners, who declare that he was suffering badly from burns in the 
face and the wound in the leg, and was denied medical attention for these 
injuries. 
~The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
recurrent conjunctivitis and disordered action of the heart. His percentage of 
disability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. P. P. Smyth, who certifies to the fore- 
going, did not appear to give evidence, but has filed an additional certificate 
indicating treatments given claimant by him during the years 1929 and 1930. 
In addition to this medical certificate, there are filed certificates from Doctors 
G. H. Tutill, F. J. Buckley, and J. J. Gillies, certifying that they had attended 
claimant at various times for conjunctivitis and heart affection. Claimant’s 
medical history files show that he is in receipt of a pension for conjunctivitis, 
but there is no mention of any other disability. 

A very complete record has been made in this case, and I am of opinion 
that the claimant has been successful in showing that he has sustained dis- 
ability as a result of maltreatment whilst a prisoner in Germany. There may 
be some question as to whether the burning of his face and eyes was deliberately 
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inflicted by the German patrol or was merely due to carelessness. The story 
related by claimant, which is corroborated to a certain extent by fellow pris- 
oners, however, leaves me with the impression that claimant was deliberately 
maltreated and that his disabilities at the present time are greater than they 
would otherwise have been had he received some attention for his wounds. 
Claimant has also advanced a claim for loss of personal effects, at or shortly 
after capture. Without further corroboration of the loss of these effects, this 
portion of the claim cannot be allowed. Viewing the case as a whole, I would 
recommend a payment to claimant of $1,000.00 with interest thereon, at the — 
rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 18, 1931. 


CASE 2261—JOHN HARPER 


The claimant was a Private in the lst C.M.R.,—Regimental number 106270. 
He enlisted November 1, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, at Ypres, suffering from wounds in the scalp and thigh. He was 
repatriated to England December 3, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. He 
was married August 9, 1923, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a mechanic by the International Harvesting Company at Yorkton, 
Sask., earning $100.00 per month, and since his discharge has been employed as 
manager of a battery station at $200.00 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of chronic rheumatism 
and susceptibility to colds as a result of his treatment in Germany. After 
capture he was sent to hospital at Coblenz, his wounds being infected and having 
inflammation of the lungs. He remained there six months. In January, 1917, 
placed in a working party with hours from sunrise to sunset with poor food and 
cold weather. Placed at work in an iron ore mine after an attempt to escape, 
and after two weeks of this he made ancther attempt to escape and travelled 
for four days toward the border of Holland and was retaken and suffered 
solitary confinement for three weeks. Later, after being carried all through 
Germany, he was placed at loading barges on the Rhine and was sent in Decem- 
ber, 1917, to work on a bridge near Bonn. Here the punishment was severe. 
He was compelled to stand at attention all day facing the sun and all night 
facing a wall. If he moved one inch he was flogged with rifle butts. He was 
by this time a marked man. He was sent to the Kaiser’s Vineyards on the 
Mozelle river where the work was very hard but the food was better. Here he 
commenced to suffer with rheumatism and throat trouble and took influenza. 
Made another attempt to escape and fell into the hands of U.S. troops. He was 
in a pitiable condition of exhaustion, was fed and sent to a clearing hospital, 
and thence to Belgium and on to England. He has since continually suffered 
from his throat, rheumatism and stomach disorders. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant’s testimony bears out the foregoing summary of his experiences 
as a prisoner in Germany. It is evident from his testimony that the hardships 
he underwent were chiefly incurred whilst he was attempting to escape. He 
speaks of being beaten and having been made to stand at attention for long 
hours, but his testimony clearly shows that lack of food and starvation was his 
chief complaint and the probable cause of his present condition. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from sore throat, frequent 
colds and rheumatism. His percentage of disability is stated at 10 per cent in 
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his own calling, and 20 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. L. W. Mac- 
Nutt, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission, but 
has filed a further certificate to the effect that claimant is in fairly good general 
health, but suffers from rheumatism in his hips and knees, but has not been 
confined to bed from these causes. Dr. C. H. Vrooman also certifies that claim- 
ant suffers from some chronic fibrositis and arthritis. Claimant’s medical board 
upon discharge declares all systems normal. 

I was impressed with the frankness of claimant when examined as a witness. 
He told a very straightforward story, but, in my opinion, the necessary elements 
to establish a recovery before this Commission are absent. Claimant has failed 
to discharge the burden of showing that maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war 
has resulted in disability to him. His present condition might well have been 
due to his service or to hardships endured whilst attempting to escape. Viewing 
all the circumstances, I have reached the conclusion to disallow the claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 6, 1981. Commissioner. 


CASE 2262—HAVELOCK HARFORD 


The claimant was a Private in the lst C.M.R.—Regimental number 117022. 
He enlisted January 5, 1915, at the age of 24 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, at Ypres, and states that he was neither wounded nor gassed at the 
time of capture. The military record on file states that he had a gun shot 
wound in the left leg when captured. He escaped in September, 1918, and was 
repatriated to England October 26, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, 
although, at first, he was given a gratuity of $25.00 on account of debility. He 
is not married. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a ranch helper making 
about $400.00 per annum and board, and since his discharge has been engaged 
in farming. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, 
heavy work, confinement to cells, beatings and general abuse. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent: the greater part of his period of captivity at Dulmen camp 
and working detachments in the vicinity. He made six attempts to escape, the 
last of which was successful. He does not complain particularly of brutal treat- 
ment, though he does refer to one instance of a severe thrashing for going sick. 
His main grievance is that he was starved and made to work when he was not 
fit, and as a result that his nerves have been seriously affected. 

The medical record, consisting of a certificate from Dr. Charles Bouck, 
indicates very generally that claimant is in poor physical condition and very 
nervous. His medical history files show that he suffered from debility, for 
which he received a gratuity of $25. The diagnosis is slight disordered action 
of the heart, which is said to have originated whilst a prisoner of war, due to 
overwork and lack of food. 

This is one of the familiar cases in which claimant can show some impair- 
ment to his health, but cannot establish that this condition results from mal- 
treatment whilst a prisoner of war. He underwent the usual hardships of prison 
camp life and perhaps received severe punishment for attempted escapes, but, 
for reasons explained in general Opinion annexed to the present report, I do not 
consider that this alone is sufficient to qualify claimant for an award from this 
Commission. His recourse, if any, is elsewhere. The claim must, accordingly, 
be disallowed. | 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2263—THOMAS HENDERSON MITCHELL 


The claimant was a Private in the 14th Battalion—Regimental number 
463848. He enlisted on 9th August, 1915, at the age of 32 years. He was taken 
prisoner 7th September, 1916, suffering from a gunshot wound in the left thigh 
and two pieces of shrapnel in the right arm. He escaped to Holland in Septem- 
ber, 1918, and was repatriated to England on the 18th November, 1918. He is 
not in receipt of disability pension. He was married after his discharge from 
the army and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was engaged on pier — 
work, and is now employed as a labourer, at the rate of $4 per day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
inoculated five times with blunt instruments, lost two teeth and had a thumb 
broken as a result of beatings, was put into a hot boiler room to sleep, and 
suffers from chronic rheumatism in the knees and hip. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant made four attempts to escape, the fourth of which was success- 
ful. He has no complaints as to his treatment at Courtrai or at Dulmen, where 
he was first taken after capture, except as to the manner in which he was inocu- 
lated 5 times with what he declares to have been “ blunt instruments.” He was 
sent to Rocklinghausen for a year. For an attempted escape he was beaten 
and had two teeth knocked out with the butt of a rifle. In a melee which 
resulted from refusal to work on Sunday his thumb was broken. The statement 
ef his experiences in Germany and of the camps where he was held is very con- 
fused, but he complains of long hours, rough treatment (particularly after unsuc- 
cessful attempts to escape), being made to stand to attention in the cold and 
as punishment made to sleep above a boiler room where he says he was being 
“slowly roasted.” | . 

The medical record is very incomplete. A letter of Dr. R. F. W. Lees ‘is 
filed indicating that claimant suffers from chronic rheumatism, chiefly in the 
knees and hips. No percentage of disability is stated. Dr. Lees did not appear 
before the Commission. The last medical board, upon discharge of claimant 
from the service, shows “ all systems normal.” 

In this state of the record it is clearly impossible to reach the conclusion 
that claimant’s present condition results from maltreatment, whilst a prisoner of 
war. He has failed to discharge the burden of showing the connexity between 
his present condition and any maltreatment at the hands of the enemy. The 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 8, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2265—ALEXANDER BERRY 


The claimant was a Private in the 113th Battalion—Regimental number 
503472. He enlisted November 19, 1915, at the age of 34 years. He was taken 
prisoner June 2, 1916, unwounded but suffering from a touch of gas. He was 
repatriated to England December 31, 1918. He is in receipt of a 40 per cent 
disability pension, amounting to $30 per month, based on Myocarditis. He is 
not married. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a general labourer, earn- 
ing an average of 30 cents an hour, and since his discharge has had no steady 
employment of any kind. : 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced 
to work without food, punishment parades, confinement for attempts to escape, 
and bayonet wound in side. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— | 

Claimant’s early treatment as.a prisoner in Germany was without particu- 
lar incident. He lacked food and was made to work, but does not complain of 
any specially brutal treatment. First sent to Dulmen camp, he was transferred 
to Duisburg, at which latter camp, with other prisoners, he went on strike 
because they were not being fed. The result was a period of 4 hours standing 
to attention in the sun, followed by a moderate beating by the guards. For an 
attempted escape, claimant received the usual punishment of confinement to 
cells—21 days in this case. He was sent to a punishment camp, where again 
the prisoners struck as a protest against the lack of food. Claimant was regarded 
as a ringleader and was roughly handled. Sent to Merseberg, conditions became 
even harsher. For disputing with a sentry as to the outcome of the war, claim- 
ant received a bayonet wound in the side, from which he suffered for a time, 
but which has left no permanent disability. Upon another occasion he was 
struck across the back by a guard for failing to lift a rail as required. At the 
time he was suffering severely with haemorrhoids, but was compelled to con- 
tinue working. All medical attention was denied him. Claimant now complains 
that his heart has been affected, that he suffers from rheumatism and haemor- 
rhoids and is unable to do any heavy work. 


The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from myocarditis and 
endocarditis (mitral Stenosis). His percentage of disability is stated at 100 
per cent. Dr. D. G. Stanley, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files bear out the diagnosis of 
myocarditis, for which he receives a pension. His medical board, upon dis- 
charge from the service, shows all systems normal. 

Until the latter part of his period of captivity claimant would appear to 
have received very much the same treatment as other prisoners, but later, pos- 
sibly because of a certain obstinacy and defiance of manner, he was subiected 
to abuse. I am of opinion that the treatment so accorded claimant was unreason- 
able and of such violence as to react detrimentally upon his health. In these 
' circumstances, therefore, I consider that claimant has established his right to an 
award, and I.would recommend payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, 
at 5 per cent per annum, from the 10th day of January, 1920, to date of 
payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 1, 1981. 


CASE 2266—ROBERT GRAY 


The claimant was a Private in the 137th Battalion—Regimental number 
808243. He enlisted January 20, 1916, at the age of 30. He was taken prisoner 
December 11, 1917, suffering from wounds in both legs. He was repatriated to 
England January 3, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension, but has applied 
therefor. In 1921 he received a gratuity of $100 after hospitalization, the reason 
assigned being “difficulty in walking”. Prior to enlistment, he was in the 
employ of the City of Calgary, as a teamster, but since his discharge has done 
casual work only. He was, at the time of the hearing, unemployed. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he suffers 
from excessive cold and weakness in both feet and legs as a result of the limbs 
having been frozen through undue exposure, and of having been compelled to 
work whilst a wound in the leg was still discharging. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about a year, the first 35 months 
whereof he spent in hospitals at Douai, Tournai and Ingolstadt. His major 
complaint is that while being transferred from Tournai to Ingolstadt, he was 
left lying on a stretcher in zero weather without proper covering and that both 
his legs became frozen. He was wounded and could not help himself. As a 
result he still suffers with his legs, which cannot stand the cold and are greatly 
weakened. Discharged from hospital, where he declares the dressings for his 
wounds were inadequate, he was sent to Beyruth prison camp and made to work | 
while the wound in his left leg was still discharging. Later he was sent to © 
a farm, where the work was heavy but not beyond his ability to accomplish. 
Claimant’s case is that his health has been impaired through exposure and 
lack of proper medical treatment. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from impaired hearing of 
right ear (not attributed to enemy action), oral sepsis, infected tonsils, enlarged 
cervical lymph nodes, vascular hypertension, general muscular spasticity and 
varicose veins of the legs. His percentage of disability is stated at 40 per cent. 
Dr. H. W. McGill, who certifies to the foregoing, did-not appear before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show that he was operated upon 
for varicose veins (which were slightly apparent upon enlistment). It is noted 
that the gunshot wound in the legs have left no disability, but that there is 
weakness in these members, for which he receives pension. 

The point which claimant stresses in his testimony—the freezing of his 
legs—would require corroboration, and I am not satisfied that a present dis- 
ability results from this incident, even were it clearly proven. The leg weak- 
ness may as readily be ascribed to the service wounds received by claimant and 
the varicose condition noted. In this state of the record I do not consider that 
claimant has discharged the burden of showing that as a result of maltreatment 
he suffers from a present disability. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1931. 


CASE 2267—THOMAS ATKINSON 


The claimant was an Imperial, Private in the Queen’s Royal West Surrey 
Regiment. He enlisted December 9, 1902, and was called from the reserve on 
August 14, 1914, at the age of 33 years—Regimental number 7648. He was 
taken prisoner October 31, 1914, at Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated to 
England December 14, 1918. He came to Canada to reside in 1909. He is not 
in receipt of a Canadian pension, but states that he applied for and received an 
Imperial pension but gives no particulars. This is contradicted by his answers 
to the question relating to pension on his claim forms to which he replies 
“None”. He was married at the time of enlistment and had then one child, 
but is now the father of seven. Prior to enlistment, he was employed with the 
Waterworks Department of the City of Calgary, earning about $2.70 per day, 
and since his discharge returned to same work, and now earns about $4.90 
per day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of blows and _ beatings, 
lack of medical attention, starvation, heavy work in the coal mines, and general 
abuse. He now suffers from Bright’s disease which he attributes to poor food 
and living conditions. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant, though he served with the Imperials, was a resident of Canada 
before the war, and I therefore consider that the case may receive consideration 
from this Commission. He was captured early in the war, and, though his 
experiences were trying, whilst a prisoner, he appears to have come through 
remarkably well, perhaps because he was an old soldier who had seen j)revious 
service and had gained experience. At Gustroh, in Mecklenburg, on Christmas 
Eve, 1914, he was struck in the mouth by a German guard for no apparent 
reason and lost two teeth. Sent to several other camps, where the treatment 
was rough, but without special incident, he was finally sent to the coal mines 
at Ospel (sic) where he remained for 34 years. Claimant had been a miner 
and understood this work. He complains of the usual knocking about for not 
doing the work given him, and of general maltreatment. On one occasion, for 
refusing to work on Christmas Day, he, with others, was lined up before a firing 
squad, but the threat was countermanded by an officer. 

The medical record consists of the certificate of Dr. Lewis Clark, from which 
I extract the following: “ Owing to inhuman treatment and exposure in Novem- 
ber and December, 1914, the patient contracted chronie Bright’s disease. The 
diseased kidneys developed a relapse in November, 1922, when he suffered an 
acute nephritis for 2 months”. It is difficult to say how so definite a statement 
as to the origin of claimant’s malady could be made in 1931, but it is entitled 
to weight in the absence of other medical evidence. He continues by declaring 
that claimant has no great disability, but may have trouble should there be a 
recurrence of the kidney trouble. 

The medical evidence in this case is not very satisfactory and were it not 
that claimant spent over 3 years in the coal mines, where we know of the con- 
ditions of brutality which existed, I would have difficulty in finding him entitled 
to an award. On the whole, however, after a very careful scrutiny cf the 
evidence, I have reached the conclusion that claimant has made out a case of 
some present disability, resulting from maltreatment, whilst a prisoner of war. 
I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him of $700, with interest thereon, 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 4, 1931. 


CASE 2286—GORDON PIRRIE FIDDES 


The claimant was a Private in the Ist C.M.R—Regimental No. 117018. 
He enlisted January 12, 1915, at the age of 21 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, suffering from a shrapnel wound in the right leg. He was repat- 
riated to England November 28, 1918. He was in receipt of a 5 per cent dis- 
ability pension, based on the gunshot wound in the right leg and varicose veins, 
but this pension was commuted. It would seem, from the military records, that 
this pension is still in force. He was married but states that he is now divorced. . 
There are no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a ranch hand at 
$40.00 per month and board, and since his discharge has been doing ordinary 
labouring work, at an average of $25.00 per week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medi- 
cal attention to his wounded leg and of being compelled to work while suffering 
with it. He was given several periods of standing at attention for stretches of 


from 6 to 10 hours for not doing enough work and was prodded with bayonets; 
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if he weakened under the strain. He struck a civilian guard, who had hit him, 
and was placed in dark cells for 7 days without food. He also complains of the 
starvation rations. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant’s testimony substantiates the above summary of his complaint 
as contained in statement of claim. At Dulmen he has little to complain of, 
apart from the shortage of food. It was at Engers that claimant received his 
worst treatment, his main complaint being that he was made to stand at atten- 
tion for long hours, after working hours, and was not fit to stand this punish- 
ment in his weakened condition. Lack of medical attention to his wounded leg 
is charged, but the evidence does not bear out the contention. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurosis,. spells of 
dizziness, headaches and insomnia. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 
per cent. Dr. Fox, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. There is nothing in claimant’s medical history files indicating dis- 
ability, except as to his original wounds. 

In this state of the record I do not consider that I am justified in finding in 
claimant’s favour. His recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Com- 
missioners. As stated in other cases, many claimants seem to regard applica- 
tions made before this Commission as Pension cases or appeals from decisions of 
that Commission. Obviously that is not the case. The claim must, accord- 


ingly, be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. 


CASE 2293—SAMUEL WILLIAM RHODES 


The claimant was a Private in the 29th Battalion—Regimental No. 76038. 
He enlisted November 9, 1914, at the age of 25 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 19, 1916, at St. Eloi, suffering from a gunshot wound in the face. He was 
repatriated to England December 15, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, and 
has not made application therefor. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
chauffeur, earning about $100.00 per month, and since his discharge he has been 
employed both as a barber and chauffeur, but his earnings are less than before. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of insufficient 
food, beatings by the guards for assisting in the escape of fellow prisoners, and 
of not being allowed to see the doctor when ill, but being forced to work. He now 
suffers periodic attacks of nausea and headache. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 

Claimant was a prisoner at Giessen camp, Halberstadt and Limbusch. 
He has no complaints as to Giessen, except as to the poor quality and inade- 
quacy of the food. For attempting to escape from Halberstadt he was sent back 
to Giessen, served 12 days solitary confinement. He was not beaten until he 
reached Limbusch, when, for assisting another prisoner to escape, he received 
a severe thrashing. A few days later he was again beaten for reporting sick, 
but apparently no permanent injury resulted. The complaint is of a general 
nature and relates chiefly to starvation and confinement. He declares he suffers 
from headaches, nausea at times, and is unable to carry on. 

The medical record is very incomplete. It indicates that claimant suffers 
from “headache vomiting (periodic).” His percentage of disability is stated 
at 25 per cent. Dr. C. E. Gillies, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files reveal nothing unusual, 
but they do contain statements made by claimant upon repatriation. This state- 
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ment is confined solely to an account of maltreatment to another prisoner of war, 
an Irishman. He does not say anything of any ill treatment to which he was 
himself subjected. 

I am inclined to think that claimant is under the misapprehension, as are 
many claimants, that this Commission is empowered to grant punitive damages. 
As has been pointed out in Opinion annexed to the present report, this, clearly, 
is not the case. Claimant has failed to establish that he suffers a present dis- 
ability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His claim, 
accordingly, fails, and must be disallowed. 

; s ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, December 10, 1931. Commissioner. 


CASE 2319—WALTER SCOTT 


The claimant was a Private in the Ist C.M.R.—Regimental No. 108522. 
He enlisted January 2, 1915, at the age of 29 years. He was taken prisoner May 
2, 1916, suffering from a shrapnel wound in the head. He was repatriated to 
England November 24, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension and has not made 
application therefor. The report on file from the military authorities states that 
he is receiving treatment at the sanitarium at Tranquille, B.C., for tuberculosis. 
He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a telephone linesman, 
earning about $130.00 per month, and since his discharge has had various occupa- 
tions, cooking in camps, earning $60.00 per month and board. He was unem- 
ployed at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
struck on the head by a German guard and knocked unconscious, was beaten 
and confined for attempting to escape, was made to do heavy work on smelting 
ovens, with injury to his lungs. He now suffers from a bad cough and.continued 
colds. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


‘Claimant complains of only one incident of maltreatment at Dulmen camp, 
where he was first sent. He was hit over the head with a rifle butt and knocked 
unconscious for failing to understand an order given in German. Later for an 
attempted escape from Hambourn (sic) camp he was stripped and flogged 
with a rubber hose, but admits that no permanent injury resulted. In addition 
he received 21 days’ solitary confinement. He speaks of other beatings at this 
camp for not doing all the work required of him, and complains that his chest 
and lungs have suffered in consequence. He was also made to work on blast 
furnaces, but says practically nothing about this. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from a diffuse bilateral 
miliary type of pulmonary tuberculosis involving the upper two-thirds of both 
lungs, the prognosis being very grave. Dr. F. W. Lees, who certifies to the fore- 
going, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files 
show that he is suffering from tubercular trouble. His last medical board, upon 
discharge from the service, declared “ all systems normal.” 

It is difficult in a case such as this to ascribe claimant’s chest condition to 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. He underwent the general conditions 
prevailing in most of the camps, and none of the incidents related by him would 
seem to have brought on the malady complained of, except in the sense of lower- 
ing his powers of resistance to disease. I consider this case, if the disability is 
established, as one for consideration by the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
As far as this Commission is concerned, I must, accordingly, disallow the claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, December 8, 1931. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2320—ANTHONY F. PLUMMER 


The claimant was a Signaller with the 29th Battalion, Regimental No. 
645887. He enlisted Hebzwary. 23, 1916, at the age of 23 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 21, 1917, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 
10, 1918. He is not in ‘receipt of pension and has made no application therefor. 
He was married after discharge and has two children. Prior to enlistment he 
was a Civil Engineer earning about $125.00 per month, and since his discharge 
has been employed as a log broker at about $200.00 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment. 
which has resulted in pecuniary damuge to him. He complains of crowded and 
unsanitary living conditicns, lack of food, no bedding or blankets for three 
months. Was compelled to work 14 hours per day and was beaten once by a 
guard for not being able to keep up with the work. He received no parcels for 
a year but states that conditions improved after August, 1917. He contracted 
dysentery and complains of lack of medical attention while a prisoner. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— | 

Claimant’s ease relates to the early period of his captivity, when with other 
prisoners, he was thrown into Fort McDonald prison for several days. The 
conditions of ventilation and accommodation were very bad and claimant 
attributes general impairment of his health thereto. It is stated that the prison- 
ers were thus dealt with by wavy of reprisal by the Germans for reported similar 
treatment given their prisoners. Claimant complains that he received no medical 
attention for dysentery from which he suifered at a later camp, and was made 
to work when so suffering. He is quite frank in saying that though he received 
a beating no injury resulted, and that later in East Prussia he received excel- 
lent treatment. He admits that he is fairly well now but has fears for the 
future. Claimant’s case was heard provisionally in Vancouver on January 22, 
1931, as having been received after the expiry date. He again appeared before 
the Commission on October 9, 1931, declared he still felt well but that he did 
not know how long he would remain so. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s last medical board upon discharge from the service shows 
no disability, all systems being declared normal. 

In this state of the record it is obviously impossible to find in eclaimant’s 
favour. He has failed to establish a present disabilitv resulting from maltreat- 
ment whilst a prisoner of war. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


EKRROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, December 6, 1931. 
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Carnsew, John Montague. BRR ee ra at Gu, caine aes CRE hie er errs ea eerie 2202 278 
CCC MME Nis. Ss. gs a Vous) on deed ee ee ee 2038 160 
nie Ale BOT ieaae SS. Se hha tee wk ee Oe RS 1677 24 
Cleverley, Arthur (Gane. > Pte Fel Po ASSN Ok eee ee 2239 301 
Clubley, Robert Weide Hx, 02 ell ahiccy, Le Bh, Mae, 1847 36 
opine ele Wee /e igh O70) a 4 SUR ee ee ee ree, aL 2247 306 
Codresco, Richard Bugene.. RAE Ol ea emer pee fo ea ine 2033 155 
Cody, John.. . Sie hat OA ee ee aa PEA ee. ee 2042 164 
Colborne, William “Ernest. . SAW RN AS. Ee ee ee Re ake Ere 2008 136 
Collom, Hornde tlt errt as ba Ske ad ae a 1766 . 29 
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Comins, Ernest.. .. Sk oN aT TR Gh .ss CNRS eS COT IRE 2032 154 
Conibear, Philip Sydney... xe le diktedealo Thi re ak ons ebeboae 2041 165 
Connolly, Jains OCKBOR ee ln eure ieee? ee 1911 80 
Cooke Atchibaldt ities af aS ec ES Ree ee 2043 165 
Cooke, Charles Sheridahos ., uicecdee cle We POE 2259 316 
Cooper, Enos.. .. © Dksiwn Wars tle niewia oles Obi a Pula Nie 2040 162 
Corker, Mihi Doren. ae te ee ee eae ae 2166 250 
Couche, PVACLOr NY EHAEN Sao. co Eee ee Cee teeta appt ln to ine ees 2037 159 
Cox, James Thomas.. .. ie SEMAN ae kee ee ate, See 2149 244 
Crane, Joseph George Edward. wae a Tester One. oye bie Ane 2039 161 
Cross, Albert. Edward. . @2#° ALIS St) . RSE JADPTAAA! 2035 157 
Croucher, MES MEST Ste ee aes ac iarinens te sa Catrit a Qe 2168 252 
Curtis, John. . SER. ALEC T'S, ELSE TR ie, ERE PAI ae es ee 1949 102 


iy Woust; JamessCubarhe. Ge. 3 ek BI ee ae i 1961 110 
Davidson, Robert... careias sk ga pees Oates Ae ek BATe BA 2048 167 
Davies, Chatles Frneie. mote ak tek en ae ee 2192 269 
Davis, Captain Darold AVERUN Sort Ce eer ee er see ees 2257 314 
Davis, John Ls. Sh Mak PEASE, Ry tenes Siang che aiua Chere 1958 109 
Davison, (cE noo 40 fib eis Yese bk, Gates: ay CEs SOON SaaS. ate She 1946 101 
Day, George Sparks. nie be fy os,0 Hake de has 7 aie ake ae a, Bae cae 2045 165 
DDaslatiMer Hany DOsC Dis. cao sie ay how ts BE ey ace ees 2013 140 
Diplock: “Mhomas: Beara. es ae eerie ea es 2246 306 
Toole ag A OMUINIGS j sae. wks eS NOTE E ole. otk ee As eae es « 2169 253 
BaOuetas. Daniel i. wmesen cit gis Mae queue hue aC CaS Sine PRES 1892 68 
Dowland, William. . neers eT iy ily see A OE A RM rage ys Sl. 1989 124 
Downing, Wallace Robert. J ic 8650, / A 4 ee Ole 2227 298 
Draper, George. . CCOURK Rd PRN a IRR ae OF, a 2162 247 
Dunbar, Percy Albin, D.GM.. a SSA ae ete oe Pee De Re 2047 166 
Durocher, AYiiurl cae sr eteh wads ia Gla eg Pica gen eae Oh snes 2197 273 
Durrant, Dudley Chafica. 208) ey Jae Pod gE RE ne 2186 263 


farie Colin Victor Sete ee ioe ye oe ban tad hee) tele! be F408 1929 96 
Edwards, Edward.. .. SOR, ie hd eg AE oe 2049 168 
Edwards, William Henry. «Re Pe RS ew here ee sy 1853 38 
Elliott, Alfred. ....% “WS: «nate Wow wile, ouled oucareatesielh ‘sks Pyle aaa 2051 171 
Evans, David John.. POOR OR ee een Eee ene, 2122 225 
Everett, Tuihies Alowaadlert 5.2885 MOSES, TOBE BE i: 2050 170 


Marmoelltivames: Blagare nites. Te. op ec, hE ON ae ae ee 1894 70 
Pellowes, IGtin-Jammentiinicne. of. wee. .|F ee eles. feet oes 2053 172 
fiallows JOnIy L DOMaee 2G, ok os. oe ine eee 2145 241 
Peuldes, Gordon: Pirie oo pone ce ole “ad bk Ee 2286 323 
frranics Herbert. : Mh so 2 ote ie. 5 we oe ee 1901 77 
eer, VV lian J. Gee Se nw, sees Pane ie al ce ee tele 1917 84 
fotos, George WW iia S ok, SN, oie c fae a bat ue oe ee ee ne 1918 85 


Gallagher George. Bell. setae ne Se ee eee 2056 174 
esibbons, Arthur... SVO4.. Ane Re Groat te et et tee 1923 90 
wyipson, George Seager a sc0 5 its hte ee oe et See 1975 117 
Gibson, James... .. Se a Leh ee OR LT EL 2225 297 
Glenfield, William H.. os LEU EG ASS, PES ee Ped 1845 33 
Gordon, ‘Charles Alexander. . Naat ak at Pea TR Pha Parte B 1889 65 
Goseltine, Perey AUNT se ase eae ea, te inne eye oe 2199 275 
Gourlay, John. . he te aaa Ass Coane oe RE take Shee SU Oia it tas natgae 2142 239 
Grant, William John.. a setae OEE eae ee sete hs te MAR CRN os RO ae 2054 hie 
PRAY, TOPs. < wanna «6 Mla cap ie ten oat ee eee ae 2266 321 
Green, Robert Henry.. Pe aS ai ed rhe iin as Ae A We Ot Ae 2055 173 
Greenhow, George Osborne Rio. Ls ae Le sooGN) ae De eee aoe 2057 175 
Gregory, Garnet TO aaeee ee hese oe ee = eo a el ee cate ee 1925 93 
Rerye, HhWaPic. ) aimee ha. ic 5, pales kn ab. a a eit Glee ae 2222 293 
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Hall, Cyrus Roy.. ‘ 

Hamlin, Carl Frederick. . Mores 
Hammon, Robert (dee’d.).. 
Hand, Wilfred. . 

Hannan, Bernard William. . 
Harford, Havelock.. 


Harland, Arthur Hic ¥ . oe ve an sf a + Gi Men 


Herper, John..... agi: 


Harrell, Percy. T.. . soe... ite Weegee ass Si cei ant cate 


Periiing..Ti Bitdec'd.).. os .. 


Harvey.. Georgesation« ..... ee ee nn 


Hayes, Walter.. 
Hazlett, James)... &. 
Henry, ‘Vernon Albert... 
Herber, Arthur Stanley.. 


PereriaeP Gira Diop IOn so Poot fasts ates teeth ohn che 


Hicks, Edmund John.. .. .. 
Higgs, Lorne Albert... .. .. 
Hill, Minard Gerald., .. 
Hines, John Charles.. 
Hogarth, Thomas E... . 
Holdsworth, John Alfred.. 
Hopkins, Ernest William... 


House, Frederick Thomas.. .. .. .. .- Bee ye an 


owe OPilton-Howards.. .. ... oo 8: 


Same PAMC RL ATTNO ET Aptes sos oe se vo eh es ey, oP dee See 


Hunt, Herbert Seymour.. .. 


Hunter, Gordon eee Dede uae Sa. an . ‘i 


Hurst, James.. .. 
Hyde, Edward Henry.. 


Jackson, Carman Livie.. 
Jackson, Thomas.. . 
Jefferies, Victor Albert. 


Jennings, George Sitio 3 * ¥, s * iM : is - rf 


Johnson, Gay S.. .. 
Johnson, George ‘Henry.. 
Johnson, Josiah Alfred.. 


Johnston, Robert me ree kes REI OS x lee | 


Kendall, Alfred.. 

Kennedy, John.. ‘ 

Kensett, John Wyman.. ESM 
Kightley, Rodney George. Bh a 
Kilby, Walker.. pateas 
manch,.J. Guy... . 

King, Robert Joseph. . Fi eae 
Kingscott, Alfred Allan... ee 
Kittredge, Merton Egbert Ellsworth. . 


L’Abbe, Philip.. 

Lacey, ‘Alfred... :. 82 
Laird, Donald ‘Harry.. 
Langford, William.. 
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Latimer, D’Arcy Albert. . 
Leblanc, Stephen.. .. 

Lee, Lieut, Arthur Clarence. . 
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Piiebyre,. Louis: Visser. et taht att ah EY Wt te eee 1362 23 
®endon, Albert. Fre@etick.. 2+ ss ue ee ee a a es 2205 280 
Leonard, Johigh GOTSOE os eh NE NER eS sk! owe eRe ah 2228 299 
Lewis, Harry Stewart.. .. WSS £3 88 oe Fe oP aN 2138 237 
Lickers, Wm. F. (now Walter Foster) SMA ah Oh hae A ae 1854 39 
Lillie, Herbert.. .. .. . Pho td BF Oe re eh Be 2211 285 
Ling, ‘Leonard La eh SR NS Oe aS) REN Se en ee Ne ere ene 1953 104 
Filinediones Idbualeeed..-. or oon eu DALE Oo as oR 1966 113 
Fiomax, Johns Cie yes Wider a Os pa ee ke ee ee 2167 251 
Long, William John.. .. Pee Bel oe chee! oe Gey Gen 2224 295 
Longstaff, Charles Edwin ce RY eit at et ae SY bee bas oes: 2125 227 
Persth) Fred, Dawidi's. 2.0 ast at) ak! abt eel el oe ee se ee 88 2073 187 


McAuley, Alexand@Bie) so. hii. ed des ee nay ey Sey an Fe 1848 37 
MacDonald, Christopher. . RG RMI LOE Fe Oe Ae ORR URY ORC 1802 30 
MacDonnell, Harry Clayton. . Rey a tone Syl ee MERE CORE ora RP 3 2076 190 
MacLean, Captain I ORLA hon cael tec aks otras ciada dereebes 2188 265 
Matieod; Alexandr 22 Wwe ee ees een ets bres tee tact 2130 231 
MacNeill, WAGs CMM. vaio whale inh ee gis aces POE wee ee eee 2079 191 
Whnrtin® James JOSGIRE. mes nae oe eee oe ee Re He be Su Se 1997 128 
By s lence re MES oe. sh cin encase ge eewantinle’ co gemeeiee 2203 279 
May, William... ... PY gta an Cer eer vibes lars 1957 108 
McAlister, George Re ca ecg het LR ee 1871 47 
McAuley, John.. WOW WG Dele Une SERS O68 an ee ies SI eae oe 1867 43 
McBride, paddles «ck sont ace wc crest ea in ae 1879 56 
McCabe, James.. . Bills <6hce" Regh afauch Te cener st hast ie itr 2129 230 
McCallum, John I ie as IRR En Ra a a 1900 76 
McCarthy, Carl John.. . Sd Mea eh Ace SE a eases 2212 286 
MecConaghy, Samuel Charles, i i, naira A ie I Maa 2140 238 
McConnell, Bertram... .. . Fa MRO Neel SACS: Sage er MOE 1881 58 
McCuaig, Willigniamet.. 2 ee Shas hen geet Vals 1999 130 
McCulloch, Joseph 8.. .. Fe bag ak eat Here eho ok an nee Rema 1922 89 
McGee, George AIEwender: RL ite hi Me) tee Wi ey 1967 113 
McGivern, JGaD J. 708 Pray oy Us NN a eee AL an) Feet dy 1883 60 
MclIndoo, UPON ett 4 vie 4 as ok. tae Mes (eee ee 2214 287 
McKay, Robert Gordon.. eT eo Te a Lert ee eo ee 2082 193 
BAEININNCY,. SOME WATERY * 5. Hike bo akel Bes Rite doe ane Palins Lee ake 2173 255 
McLean, Joseph.. . ENUM kya) RW are wae ak Stee ace HE 2219 292 
McMullen, eos Funes. ae Aon tat ae ee 2077 190 
PAR UA CE? PLOW ANC me EPtO Ks 2 noes iv eet va Leaw oa eek vale mer uel 2064. 180 
Meakin, Sidney... 7%, FE all ech oe A SOR Sealy of ae, 5, a 2220 292 
RIE NORT, “COMM WN a eaecae tee |g Sale ee ree tere ae iM eterna 1645 nye: 
POV CNS, A DOW Mis ELE UIS. sc. ht ico Eee ete ee Zia 286 
MMOL, VN MMA TT @INVIREET TEN. oto eT eee rare te hae iate encanta 2252 310 
DAC. AMiePrE LaOrae rc a eee Tn” aad let a eer ee 2160 245 
Milne, James.. .. Wat le ponds tM oa Mxe MOL ee ae 2080 192 
Mitchell, Thomas Henderson.. .. .. .. .. .. sc. ce ne c. 2263 320 
Mitton? tarry Meltwmew. 022020820 fie tee ta a 2182 260 
Moore, Hazelton Clfferd.. 2: .5'.s00.e ce Sill te wee 2242 304 
Morin, Francis.. .. Mabry ial y er ee de 1934 98 
Morrison, Major Leonhard S......... 2-2 ee ee ce ce ce, 1876 53 
Mbirison, Wilired Gee caesar ce a8 WB er eteae eo 2161 246 
Wrunro, rank Jisis MOM. oo Let ahh ak' cht ot ee ah ee df 2h as 1956 107 
Murdock, Charles. 13> cotter iatt state de be of 2018 143 


Nelson, Peter... -. SMa Cele Tree co Re RT BR NS Mss oo 2165 250 
Nethercott, Stewart. . Pe a ak ae Mil Mth os. Reheys 2215 288 
Nicolson, Peter Comiston. . Re ed ee ete eta a ee et 2085 194 
Noon, James. . eit. AO Me Re MATa CRRA SS Oe ORR: oan 2135 235 
Noon, Thomas James. . ot ARTA TEEN Se ON AS mint Ee ee 2083 194 


Rasa P STS rT TOO Ma ty «<5 3s 0 van Atip Sen Pcs, Gale. wa a ee 2206 281 
RA ENRTOTS) MOL TIC BMRA IG: tos: ce cc's sms oie. le poe Regie wel gee 2003 132 
O’Donohue, Frank.. .. Bieri Seth ae Egle AG eR pe gs ye gs 2086 195 
Ogilvy, Percy WUE eee) ae at te ee ae ie oe om 2134 234 
CP TCCHL ole: SOMee mooie sree aa Gale, et cad ae ee eee 2216 289 
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Rome. Jobt, Alesanderss «0 6.0 ne i ee ae 
Parker, Stanley Edward... .. . 
Parker, William.: Sac eine 
Parkinson, Robert John.. 

Parsons, Charles Sinclair. . 

Paton, ‘Andrew Ross.. 

Partridge, ‘Charles G.. See nieces 
Patterson, George Homer. . 

Pay, Ernest Albert.. .. .. .. 
Peagram, Alfred Walter.. 

Pepper, George Skies ap 
Periins, Leslie... .. ..) ¢. 

Peters, John Bratten.. 

Pickering, Horace.. 

Pinder, Frank G... °.. 

Pitman, Lieut. Robert C.. 

Plummer, Anthony F... 

Porter, Samuel. . =“ 

Pound, George.. 

Price, Gordon James. . 


Quinn, David Patrick. . 


Ralph, Henry. . 

Ramsden, Samuel.. 

Rea, Ly Ane 

Reilly, William McClaty. . 
Rhodes, Samuel William... 

Rice, Nathan.. .. 

Richards, William Aiban.. .. 
Roadhouse, Frederick Webb. : 
Robinson, Peter Herman.. .. .. . 
Rock, Robert Henry... .. .. . 
Rodgers, Edward.. 

Royston, George.. 

Russ, William... .. 

Russell, Robert James Randolph. . 


Satnders, Alfred Gordon.. .. .. .. .. 
Sawyer, Gilbert Geet 

Scarfe, ‘Charles. . 

Schreiber, Collingwood. . 

Scott, Major Clyde To a! 
Scott, (reOreau I sare fas ates 
Scott, Walter.. 

Scudamore, Major " Thomas Venables... 
Seaman, Eric R é 
Sedore, Percy... 

Shearman, Fred James... 

Sheehan, Thomas Henry.. 
Sherbourne, Oliver Joseph. 
Simons, Robert.. : 

Sinclair, James William. . 

Singer, ‘William George.. 

Sloane, APC, JOC 6 orcs ass 
Smith, Joseph.. 

Smith, Thomas... .. 

Spalding, Thomas William. . 
Spenceley, Herbert.. 

Stamps, Roy.. .. 

Stanway, Leonard James.. 
Steeves, Mark Joseph . 
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Stevens, George.. .. YUN e AGN ea ee ot teed ay a eee aera ace Paes 1915 83 
Stewart, Robert Elmer.. CS Aree OL PRBS Bia celal Mate it Aght, ¥. {iS 1954 105 
Stone, Harry Lewis Scott. . eres alee tae Ee hie Maser Cake ete tee mae 2104 210 
Ott ChOY SA AACN D Mr ca. cde tans tote! taaie iaae rtae vaste eo agen 2010 137 
Streight, Lt.-Col. John E. LEAR PRE eet a Ree SP ai eka ae 1856 40 
Sugden, Walter.. .. .. Minis Disa Meee a ee he ade tee ee 2191 268 
Sullivan, AIESe ORS AE oe ike SISTER? cL ia asus” Make ie nc einen 1899 75 
Sullivan, William. . ee GY ime pero tee 4 ih aad ra Me ENG AN 0 2131 231 
Summers, Charles A, . REEL GE SARE iran mR Bee 6 Emmy 2009 136 
Sutherland, Charles Weston. . Fi Paisak chk ane aie Cae eee eee 2198 274 
Sg Grlanick: LIOR te ne GL cis lhes, ae iain Salts Soe es aes 2099 206 


CY CAL AEPY LE HOI umm. © big op oe et ee ge ty eney kok cre are 1971 115 
NO AEC ANG «Be Mesicaen shin coe Ne gues ahd me mee Mens ee ord enn 1897 73 
Rey ON ee ATION vcte  teeMre ie Mille 4 siunie tate eho ewes viet sig cena eae 2217 290 
eV LONOL. A PRLCC,  SMOMMEE Sana: RAE. nie Wee ake iehe Lh res oy 4 clap ie canes 2150 244 
SPIO OO. a SUC MEIOOM . Mhe led vias. ele bie o aoe cada ogg Suntt ghads 2218 291 
GOUG YMA Re VLU ties 6 ic eras ie Sao anv ios Ris wiane intel es 2106 212 
DAIS NV US AIChE I Se) ga he Lin Ny soul cela hess ain ty gar 1885 62 
CEOs CREO OME PE IS Gs ig aoe, Cee Wagan ee OMe Saale 1752 28 
"PPM Ga Ty Nera. oe Mi. Sas oe ae quill sls GE ME ae eae Aanee | role 211 
PWC ca MOM AS VO CORP CR cs ise cess nie, eedie a ule ola dserwnied woe ee 1886 63 
Winstead, Robert. PeARCIS...| os 6 cred hee law dp ot Pe ctite tae ace Wes 2107 213 
CP VACR EAT OM oR GG nao) xc Wak she she Taaen br am atow Ry, ie Te 294 


Walentine, James: NOON, wins REAR ca) oe fos nett bets 10M 114 
Wineneuve, sosenb Mornnat.. “2c cs csc ccs es wk eee wees 2196 272 


Mueibes SUT Danie ar wmreeteh. sss ae)<- loo ae covey GRR eh ae 2137 236 
Walker, William.. .. . PRolae Fae ahd ASSN OERE CM Pipe: eye Seg Oh 1898 74 
Wallace, Archibald J. V. eee Aree te ee ke ea ee 2190 267 
Wallace, CEOR EST CII ies oe Bax as Sal arm eo ee Be ERS 2148 243 
Wallace, EDT VOW BOR hss caoy Dasha, hale, doba, terns Gee tal Geist, Wis. Be 2164 : 249 
Verses ales ONE. co ctr “de ee SE So al ahi Medtteet Beitoe 1913 82 
Wiatiwork, Samuel sBeGe 6 (ICG ros cir cision a Weleda ite Sale 2217 221 
WE as anees Oe RE are cer Stan tes Wee es 1959 109 
Warner, Thomas.. .. PS Na OR URW, CRE See ED Wane Sea 2113 218 
Webster, Frederick Theodore. tie Wine ae ee ee, 2114 219 
Welch, Rolph OE ONe ere Cae the tak Ok OR Oe NS 2147 242 
West, George.. ah A yc ks eda A ie Re ig Ses she biog a Bly Cad 2120 224 
Weymouth, Ernest. . Be Ree A ee ele a tha coke ase Cee ee eG 2109 215 
Whale, Percy Francis. . Bis 09 HR ect ee ae aoe ein ny) lh da 2112 214 
Wiote Perey’ Reo. ae treo dees EN eteEhie | fie eo eialet MME IPLAC 1955 106 
Whyte, William Stephen. . Sante So Rea e Gaye he eBk reas 2110 216 
Wilkings, COELIPORU sr PRISE ee ee [oe itis ~ as. PE MG ASG coke ie come: ate 1896 72 
Wilkins, ‘John elements ak te nave kane Gye hon ie Eee Se 2108 214 
PAINTS ok DOTS IVY ce BNE Ss. cx tas qasal etn” aie Ma vimiee eG cne os places 6 2226 297 
WETS LOINOS 2, oR MME «o's fels ch a rint Ale gah Awl ee Svea OR We ee 2118 222 
Windsor, Harrys... 33 iss ROUSE: 2s Reg Theta geek chase! Be Ot 2116 221 
Wolstenholm, Charles Jackson. . OR ee tie ye 2115 220 
Woodason, regeccar BRAN A Eamets... Seeriremr te a: 2136 235 
Woodcock, Frank (dee'd,)«. Ss ic Been seen me ws AAT 2119 223 
Woodward, Vera OAT Tic.) sea ol aoe ah on Ely alc xe le MOR 2189 266 
Wyllie, upline: ApemeeG. Sc ie sce nce oe sce aes 1994 126 


MCPS: OLA TIOCE wee ets ass heh ces te Re ae ee Mee ee es 2121 224 
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